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ADVISORY BOARD COMMENTS 
ON OPEN LETTER TO PRESIDENT 


[The general reaction to the Open Letter to the President in the 
February issue (opposing the Taylor appointment and a possible “holy” war 
against Russia) was favorable. 


In some quarters, however, there appeared (or was accentuated) a 
state of mind bordering on the jitters. Certain responsible organizations which 
had ordered bulk lots of this edition actually burned them because of the 
letter. 


We asked our editorial advisers to comment. With the hope of steady- 
ing some of these jittery folk, we reprint, with the permission of the writers, 
the comments so far received, although they were not originally intended 
for publication —TueE Eniror. | 


“DIONNE-YSIAC MORONITY” 


You ask me my opinion about your editorial. It is a big editorial, an 
omnibus editorial, a judgment-day editorial in which all the movements of 
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mankind (and one individual) are summoned to appear before the Great 
Throne. No one can have one opinion on such a teeming canvas; I have 
several opinions, and several latent opinions dimly rising from the regions 
of ignorance. 


The main drift of your editorial—put into dumb prose—seems to 
be: “Dear Mr. President: Your heart is in the right place, and you are inter- 
preting the common sense of the people, which moves toward a sort of col- 
lectivism; but you have made a bad move. You have extended the hand of 
fellowship to the Pope, forgetting maybe that the Pope is the big repre- 
sentative of the eternal rich-and-poor dichotomy of society, and the most 
committed foe of everything that is growing up in Russia. Now we ought 
to recognize that we have in our hearts a lot in common with the new 
Russia; and anything which favors the stampede toward an anti-Russian 
temper among us is cause for tears.” 


I like the beginning and end of this summary. I think we must keep 
on good terms with Russia, for the sake of the great Russian experiment, 
which has something for mankind. The great blunder in British diplomacy 
under Chamberlain has been its primary postulate. Never play with Russia, 
though the heavens fall. British labor knew better than this. China, right- 
fully timorous about Communism, has come around to playing with Russia, 
and at the same time keeping her own soul; she is learning, under the 
inspired tutelage of the ninth route army up in Shansi, how to carry on a 
limited collectivism which is not Communistic. Russia has been learning by 
her own mistakes and is no longer the scapegrace among social systems. 
(She has made the incredible mistake of attacking Finland: her hands are 
no longer clean in external relations. Too bad!) 


But the middle of your letter (in the above version) is weak in its 
critical point. I do not take the President’s sending of a representative to the 
Vatican as any sort of approval of the anti-Spain, anti-Russian, pro-Japanese 
policies of the Pope. The Pope has other sides, He is the spiritual Bishop of 
several million Americans, de facto. I imagine this was the point; I may be 
all wrong. So I express my reservation sotto voce. 


And I end with a burst of applause for your pointed blasts at our 
national Dionne-ysiac moronity in the realm of international principle. 


WILiiAM Ernest Hockine. 
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VIOLATION OF A PRINCIPLE 


With reference to your open letter to the President, I am in general 
sympathy with your point of view. I do not believe that anything is to be 
gained by a tie-up with the Roman hierarchy. I am seriously opposed on 
principle to the appointment of Mr. Taylor as Mr. Roosevelt’s personal 
representative to the Pope. I think it is likely to be only a first step toward 
the restoration of diplomatic relationships with the Vatican. I see no indica- 
tion that it is to be temporary in the sense of a very short term; and from 
newspaper reports of Vatican opinion they clearly do not regard it in that 
light. 


I am, as you are, all for heartiest cooperation with Roman Catholics 
in practical concerns where it does not represent, as I think in this case it 
does, the violation of a long standing and deeply cherished principle of com- 
plete separation of church and state. I would resist, as you would, any attempt 
at a “holy war” on Bolshevism that might grow out of this “temporary” 
relationship. I see little in the Catholic record to warrant one in believing 
that the democratic principle is a matter of interest to the church except 
where the interests of the church as a church seem to be better served. 


I do not find myself at all times in agreement with your editorials. My 
strong pacifist leaning tempts me to a little impatience at your vigorous attack 
upon the pacifists; but in the main I am strongly in sympathy with the posi- 
tion that the magazine takes, so I am willing to go along with you even 
when I disagree rather vigorously with some of your utterances. 


Cuarves S. BRADEN. 


POWER MOVE 


I think President Roosevelt realizes as well as you that there is little 
to be gained by having a personal representative hang around the Church 
of Rome. He knows only too well that the Pope is interested in a fascist 
world hegemony, and such a program has left him spiritually bankrupt. 


Then, too, we must keep in mind that an election is near and the 
democrats would like to remain in power. Our peace gestures are simply 
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efforts to make us forget the heavy Democratic setback in the 1938 election, 
augment the personal popularity of President Roosevelt, and reestablish his 


prestige at home. 
Russell C. Barbour 


A FOLLOWER OF FERDINAND 


We part company at the outset, for I think I am now fixed in position 
as an absolutist Pacifist and a follower of Ferdinand. I refuse to believe that 
“the march of dictatorship” can ever righteously be stopped by intimida- 
tion, or would be worth stopping by such means. 


I applaud your analysis, as on pp. 2, 6, 7; and you know I follow you 
in it, without reserve. But from your central position, I wholly dissent. I 
rejoice in the President’s approach to the Pope. (Incidentally, your de- 
nunciation of his action is much less offensive to me than that of The 
Christian Century.) 1 know all the dangers you point out; but I know 
also,—and nobody realizes this fact better than you do,—that the Roman 
Catholic Church, like all, at least some, human institutions, is at present torn 
by internal dissensions. There is the indubitably dangerous and blasphemous 
identification of the ecclesiastical machine with an infallible Organ of Deity; 
there is also the fact that through sundry official pronouncements, that 
Church has put out a more forthright and intelligent repudiation of our 
present economic profit-seeking social order than any other Christian body. 
The Encyclicals do not satisfy me; but they have a much farther vision than 
either Roosevelt or the Federal Council of Churches. The Pope and the 
Vatican are bound by these Encyclicals, and I think they can be mighty 
allies in this “epoch of transition,” especially if we outsiders never allow 
them to forget to what they are committed. Our President is a canny 
gentleman; I think we can trust him never to accept their—I will say it 
again,—their blasphemous claims. Nor am I at all afraid lest the Roman 
Church gain undue power in the U.S.A. For once, our religious divisions 
guarantee our safety. 

When Pacelli was elected I pinned his picture on my wall. When he 
blessed Franco, I pulled it down and burned it. But still I think that he can 
be of immense service to the cause of peace, and among all the contrary 
forces which, as you so well point out, tug at him, I think the alliance with 
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our government, loose as it is and should be, will pull in the right direction. 
A Member of the Editorial Board 


RUSSIAN ORIGINAL SIN 


You have asked for a statement of opinion concerning your February 
editorial: 


On the whole I agree with your point of view. I have always been 
glad that you stood out against pacifism in your editorials. I have also 
shared your desire to “expose” those who would have us fight a holy war 
between East and West. 


I think the editorials and also this open letter to the President should 
not cover too many points at once, that is, I think you should take one or two 
points at a time and use that truly remarkable style of yours to persuade and 
convince on these one or two points. I know that you can rightly say that 
all of one’s major positions are inter-related and I know, too, that you may 
offer very good reasons in support of your method. Indeed, you may in the 
end succeed in changing my mind on this point, yet at the moment I think 
the more effective editorial method would be that of attacking one segment 
of American Protestant sentimentalism at a time. 


I shall not burden you with a bill of particulars but I have the impres- 
sion that in this editorial you take a realistic attitude concerning all nations in 
the present international mix-up except Russia. Obviously people who say 
your open letter was written by a Communist are simply emoting, yet one 
looks in vain in the open letter for some indication that Russian leaders might 
considerably share the characteristics of all other political leaders, namely, 
a desire to preserve and increase their power, whether within the nation or 
in the international arena. In other words, I wish that you had indicated in 
your open letter that the Russian political leaders share a little of the original 
sin of the race and that not all of their wickedness has been forced upon them 
from outside. I say this because I cannot forget that Rousseau’s doctrine of 
universal brotherhood and original virtue ended in the French Revolution 
with its cry, “Be'my brother or die.” 


More power to you! 
James LuTHER ApDAMs. 
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PROTEST ANG py hie CW Lem Van 
ANTI-SEMITISM 


—Anti-Semitism is a Christian sin. 


We have heard Protestants “explain” anti-Semitism as the result of 
the objectionable character of the Jews. We have heard this kind of talk 
in all parts of the country. “Where there is so much prejudice,” they say, 
“there must be some justification for it.” Such a statement reflects not merely 
a lack of Christian spirit but a positive insolence. The insolence of a young 
culture mouthing the phrases of a religion it has not yet been able to grasp 
and compensating for its own inadequacy by a nervous exasperation with 
the bearers of the religion from which their own is derived. 


Indulging in Murder 

When we Protestants talk anti-Jew or let anti-Jew talk go on around 
us without protest we may think (as the German Protestants thought) that 
we are indulging in a more or less harmless pastime. What we are really 
indulging in is murder. German history has proved this. For Germans are no 
worse than we are. And what the Germans have done we may do. 


When you or J start talking anti-Jew we are starting down a tobog- 
gan slide and the bottom of the slide is simply unspeakable hell on earth, 
not for Jews only, but for all of us. 


Fascism is a subterranean lake of oil beneath America. Under certain 
conditions a match will explode it. The conditions—insecurity, indignity, 
starvation, frustration, mass unemployment—are gathering pressure each 
day as it passes. 


Those conditions may be averted in America by the custodians of 
religion, for religion is still the road to the hearts of American folk. But 
this religion must make socially effective the little apocalypse of Jesus: 
“Inasmuch as ye have done it unto the least of these my brethren, ye have 
done it unto me.” 


Paste This in Your Pulpit 


Here is a fact to paste in your pulpit and keep in mind during all 
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your sermons during the next few months and years: “By 1930 a vast 
majority of the students in the theological schools of Protestant Germany 
were wearing the Nazi emblem.” 


Let us make no mistake. The “Christian Front” is not smashed. One 
little branch has been unwise enough to get itself burned. The Fuchrer runs 
around in circles disavowing it and avowing it. But the “Christian Front” 
is bigger than Cassidy or Coughlin. No doubt up to now it has been largely 
Roman Catholic but the Money Bags behind the movement are keenly 
aware of the fact that a successful American Fascism must be built out of 
Protestant materials. That’s why they call it “Christian” and not “Catholic.” 


EXPLANATORY NOTES 
CONCERNING THE PROTESTANT DIGEST 


—Let unity grow up from concretions, not 
down from abstractions. 


1. The Editorial Board of Advisers is not responsible for the opinions 
expressed by the editor. The Board is made up of men who in greater or less 
degree support the purpose of the magazine. It should be obvious that any 
association in a venture such as this must of necessity be loose, especially 
at the outset. Ease of operation in the field of ideas is essential. Those whose 
ideas are fixed in immovable expressions (yet whose basic anchorage may be 
unsure) will naturally feel uncomfortable about this mobility. 


2. It has been said of the Protestant Digest that it is neither Protestant 
nor a Digest. Since the magazine is a venture in creative interpretation such 
an accusation may seem true in a fixed and literal sense of the words. 

To gather a collection of views which although they may literally 
be the views of Protestants (even “eminent” Protestants) yet even acci- 
dentally form no unified interpretation of Protestantism—to gather any such 
heterogeneous collection was never our purpose. 


But let us put it this way. Protestantism is at a point of new develop- 
ment. Catholics and atheists unite in prophesying its death if not in 
announcing its death. Very many Protestants join this banshee wail. But 
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death may precede resurrection. The life of the Spirit awaits the death of 
human conceits. The Lord thy God is a jealous God. Let Protestantism 
approach unafraid the end of an era in its proud theologizing. The firstly’s 
and the secondly’s and the sixteenthly’s of its long sermons are over. It 
sings, but with a borrowed voice. It “organ’’-izes its churches and fills them 
with the pipes of Pan. Let the husk of Protestantism die. Seeds in it already 
sprout to new life. And fruit already ripens on its branches. A more sensi- 
tive theology, a new awareness of corporate life, in short the first fruits of a 
broken spirit and a contrite heart. We have faith that more fruits will 
follow, fruits of new economic forms, burgeonings of song and art. Pride 
cannot sing, not individualist pride, not collectivist pride. Song breaks 
forth from the heart broken with the weight of the joy and pain and the 
mystery of life. 


So these fruits of resurrected Protestantism are to be eaten, are to be 
ingested by America, by the world. Therefore this Digest, called Protestant 
Digest. To digest bread is to interpret bread in terms of blood and bone. 
To digest Protestantism is to interpret Protestantism in its living impact 
upon men. There are a great many things this magazine does not do. This 
is what it does, or tries to do. 


3. Having said this let us emphasize one feature of our work. It is a 
progressive work. It is never complete. The editor’s part is only one ele- 
ment in it and (must it be repeated?) involves no one else, carries the 
weight of its own reasonableness or unreasonableness and no more. People 
sometimes say: Can you speak for the Protestant Church? not realizing that 
there is no such thing as a Protestant Church. Over 10 million Baptists 
along with millions of various other groups are literally not churches at all 
but merely meetings of people who in the past have been persecuted by 
Protestant as well as other churches. Today they are called Protestant 
because in a sense they have been the driving force in the separation of the 
church from state subsidy or establishment, a separation which will not be 
complete in our opinion until the virtual subsidy of exemption from taxa- 
tion has been done away with. A moment’s consideration of this fact alone 
would be sufficient to exhibit the folly of speaking about “a Protestant 
Church.” We have a long way to go and many steps to take, many mistakes 
to make and to rectify before our ecumenical dreams of one Christian 
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Church will come true. We believe in the dream. But we believe some 
present approaches to its realization are superficial. And we believe it may be 
realized in a manner none of us can now conjecture. First and last we must 
try to be honest and walk with our two feet on the ground in the direction 
of our best insight. The event is in the hands of the Nameless, the Un- 
knowable Whose ways are past finding out. 


4. If the editor would only listen to certain friends maybe he could be 
at ease, at least financially. These friends say: deal with symptoms only, 
deal with anti-Semitism, deal with Coughlin, deal with the unmannerliness 
of youth, deal with anything but the fundamentals, and we will back you. 
Play up personalities, talk in optimistic terms, appease the monopolists 
(spiritual as well as economic), and perhaps here and there you will even 
be able to slant the end of a paragraph in the direction of truth. They say: 
you must flatter the people by echoing their own thoughts back to them. 
That will give you circulation. 


They say: the way you are doing it is all wrong. You are forever 
taking the bull by the horns. Every month you make a whole mess of new 
enemies. If you must present the truth at least cover it up in a gentlemanly 
manner. At least bait the hook decently. 


There are others who, far from agreeing with us on all or even on 
most points, feel that there is something vital, something honest about our 
approach, something they welcome simply because it bears no institutional 
imprimatur, it bears no evidence of party control. We believe (in spite of the 
siren voices) that there are enough of these others to enable this magazine 
to march on its own feet. We have recently accepted book advertising. Let 
us say frankly that we did it out of necessity. We should prefer not to do it. 
Occasionally we try to sell block lots of certain special issues in advance to 
organizations which might be interested in circularizing their clienteles 
with this type of literature. This might help us in a financial way except 
that organizations sometimes accept delivery of our magazines only to 
destroy them when found unacceptable in some unpredictable particular or 
even to repudiate their order and leave us with the copies unpaid for. 


We are far from unhappy that we find ourselves in such difficulties. 
Opposition, even persecution, does not prove that we are serving God. But 
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opposition from certain sources would seem to indicate that we are not 
serving certain particular all-too-human “interests.” And from the grow- 
ing numbers of our opponents we may infer that the “interests” we do not 
serve are many. Among those who have found fault with us are Pacifists, 
Communists, Masons, Political Papists, Isolationists. Letters have come in 
the same mail attacking us for being Reds and for being in the pay of the 
British Empire and Mr. John D. Rockefeller. We have been called a 
Catholic Front and the most vicious anti-Catholic organ in the country. All 
these are signs, albeit negative signs, that we may be serving God. It is only 
left for us to say that we are trying to do that thing, realizing full well that 
there is nothing about which it is easier to be self-deceiving. 


5. Finding ourselves happy in the difficulties incident to our job, 
nevertheless the owner of our office needs his rent, the printer of the maga- 
zine must be paid. And, as things are, we must pay up or shut up. There- 
fore now in the early days of our marching we must ask you to help us. 
We are not working for ourselves. We are unashamed, indeed we are 
proud to ask you for this assistance. It is your privilege thus to join us in 
this work which we believe to be vital to the spiritual health of our coun- 
try. We are crowded nine in an office big enough for two or three. To say 
we have worked under difficulties is to speak without exaggeration. 


The question at the present time is: can we continue? The evidence 
of our own faith is fifteen months’ achievement. We must tell you that the 
question of our going on will be in large part answered by you. 


We are in the depths of a tragic dialectic. Super- 
ficially, it 1s the clash of rival countries and rival ideologies. 
But let us make no mistake. The deepest dialectic is that 
which is taking place, not between the nations, but in the 
nations: the dialectic in which Christians, in whatever 
country they may be, are groping slowly, and faperbaps 
blindly, towards a new birth. 

—GERALD VANN, O.P. 
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THE WAR BETWEEN INJUSTICES 


By SHERWOOD EDDY 


Tue Finat Peace SETTLEMENT 


T WOULD seem to me that two very 
eet conditions would have 
to be fulfilled to justify America’s 
final entrance into war: Negatively, 
that democracy and_ civilization 
were seriously endangered and likely 
to be defeated without American 
participation. Positively, that the 
Allies whom we 
are prepared to 
join should speci- 
fically declare 
their war aims 
and peace terms 
in a way that they 
have not done, 
and that these should not be merely 
the old hollow shibboleths of the last 
war in new dress—‘“to make the 
world safe for democracy,” “a war 
to end war,” etc., etc. We should 
require a firm guarantee that we 
would not be fighting merely for an- 
other more vindictive Versailles, 
with its accompanying secrct treaties 
and imperialist division of the spoils. 
Such a victory and peace treaty 
would only sow the dragons’ teeth 
of future wars and repeat the old 


We should require a firm guaran- 
tee that we would not be fighting 
merely for another more vindic- 
tive Versailles, with its accom- 
panying secret treaties and im- 
perialist division of the spoils. 


—“We believe in neither a ‘holy war’ nor a 


a” 


‘holy neutrality. 


vicious circle of injustice, ever breed- 
ing inevitable future conflicts. We 
should require a guarantee also that 
there would be a peace settlement 
based on justice which could furnish 
a stable foundation for building a 
socialized planned economy for a 
new world. That would imply a 
world organized for peace where 
there could be no place for further 
irresponsible _ na- 
tional sovereignty 
in Europe, ever 
producing fresh 
Hitlers arming for 
war and_prefer- 
ring a world holo- 
caust when they 
were “fifty rather than fifty-five or 
sixty” at a less convenient age. In 
the minds of many that would sug- 
gest the principle of federal union, 
beginning perhaps with some kind 
of a United States of Europe, and a 
regional organization in the West- 
ern Hemisphere which would ulti- 
mately form parts of a growing co- 
operative world organization. 
Under whatever name, there 
should be an official, international 
World Peace Union, an International 


From the final chapter of the forthcoming book “I Have SEEN Gov Do Ir,” zo be published 
by Harper & Bros., March 25, 1940. $2.00, 
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Consultative Parliament, an Inter- 
national Cabinet in place of the 
Council of the League, requiring not 
a cast-iron rule of unanimity but the 
vote of a two-thirds majority. Learn- 
ing from the shortcomings and tragic 
mistakes of the past, the old League 
of Nations should be either com- 
pletely revised and reformed, or left 
like a vestigial survival to its cultural 
tasks, just as the former once-useful 
panels of the old 
Hague Court 
were left. 

Any unwilling- 
ness of the Allies 
to guarantee such 
terms would be a 
sure indication 
that they did not 
really need Ameri- 
ca’s assistance for 
genuine democratic ends. Vindictive 
“peace” terms that contemplated the 
old set-up of the pluto-democracies, 
or capitalistic-imperialisms would be 
no real peace but only another armis- 
tice. We should certainly not plunge 
into war again on the impulse of 
blind passion, only to have leaders in 
the European democracies say once 
more that the world would have been 
better off if America had not come 
in to make possible an overwhelm- 
ing victory and the dictated peace of 
a monstrous Versailles Treaty. Prob- 


To abolish the chronic menace of 
recurring war, we must get rid of 
the root evil of irresponsible na- 
tional sovereignty and an un- 
equal society where the instru- 
ments of production are monopo- 
listic and privately owned for the 
profit of the relatively few of the 
possessing class. 


March 


ably the present Tory leadership of 
Great Britain symbolized by Mr. 
Chamberlain, which, in the judg- 
ment of many liberals in Britain 
and America, betrayed Czechoslo- 
vakia and Spain and made impos- 
sible a British-French-Russian Pact, 
would be quite incapable of guaran- 
teeing or even understanding such a 
settlement. 

Unofficially members of the Labor 
Party in Great 
Britain, such as 
Mr. Harold Laski, 
Mr. Zilliacus and 
others, have al- 
ready been pro- 
posing the only 
kind of settlement 
which Labor or 
genuine _ British 
Liberals would ac- 
cept. Lord Lothian and many con- 
servatives agree with this. They start 
with the premise that the basic flaw 
in the present state system of Europe 
and of the world is the anarchic 
principle of absolute national soy- 
ereignty. It is this which makes the 
use of war an instrument of state 
policy and the use of force a means 
of imposing their will upon other 
states, and upon the dispossessed 
classes at home. This leads inevi- 
tably to the police-controlled state 
and the whole complex of power 
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politics. It leads to economic national- 
ism, to imperialism, and to the 
necessity of heavy armaments for the 
protection of its artificial class and 
national privileges. The whole sys- 
tem eventuates in class war at home 
and international war abroad. 

To abolish the chronic menace of 
recurring war, we must get rid of 
the root evil of irresponsible na- 
tional sovereignty and an unequal 
society where the instruments of 
production are monopolistic and 
privately owned for the profit of the 
relatively few of the possessing class. 
Even Hitlerism is not a cause but 
a result, only a symptom of the real 
disease, not the disease itself. Our 
final problem is not Hitler but the 
system which periodically produces 
ever-fresh Hitlers. And this economic 
system is found not only in Ger- 
many but in the pluto-democracies. 

Far-sighted members of the Labor 
and Liberal parties of Britain now 
propose the federal and democratic 
reconstruction of Europe as follows: 

1. All states may enter the new 
union which are prepared to pool 
their sovereignties and submit all 
disputes to settlement by peaceful 
means. 

2. All states may enter which 
have democratic constitutions and 
elections and which will guarantee 


civil liberties to all citizens regard- 
less of race, religion, color or creed. 

3. They must pool their defence 
forces for mutual security and pro- 
vide for a collective economic life, 
with a customs union and mutual 
agreements with regard to currency, 
migration, social labor 
standards, etc. 

4. They would have to agree to 
socialize or transfer to national 


security, 


ownership the vital instruments of 
production with reasonable compen- 
sation to the present owners. 

5. They should internationalize 
the ownership of colonies with an 
international colonial civil service in 
the interests of the native peoples 
themselves, with a view to the rapid 
realization of their becoming self- 
governing dominions. 

6. Financial provision should be 
made for national and international 
loans for public works and housing 
to provide for the transition from a 
war to a peace economy, and from 
competitive private capitalism to a 
socialized planned economy. 

7. Provision should be made to 
envisage an ultimate world economy 
or commonwealth of nations, to be 
worked out in harmony with in- 
tensely nationalist and isolationist 
powers which were unwilling to join 
the original League of Nations.1 


*See Harold Laski in the New Republic, October 4, 1939. 
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British Labor believes that war is 
rooted not only in the very founda- 
tions of Nazism but in out competi- 


The far- 


reaching character of the changes 


tive economic system. 


necessary in our whole social order 
show clearly that no mere repetition 
of Versailles, whether milder or 
more drastic, will be anything more 
than a temporary armistice in the 
present war system which threatens 
to destroy our 

very 
In Europe or the 
Americas there 
are no true democ- 
racies that have as 
yet solved their 
basic economic 


civilization. 


injustice of 
problems which 
are the chief cause 
of recurring wars. 
The mere maintenance of this mon- 
strous status quo is not “peace.” The 
mere summoning of the vast pos- 
sessing powers and the have-not 
nations to a superficial peace confer- 
ence with their present attitudes and 
ideologies could not bring any last- 
ing settlement. The further “ap- 
peasement” of the present dictator- 
ships by a few colonies, or surren- 
dered Czechoslovakias, or conquered 
Polands would not satisfy them. 

A religious realism must recog- 
nize that three conflicting and com- 


The democracies declaim with 
righteous indignation against the 
denial of liberty under the dic- 
tatorships. Not beholding the 
beam in their own eye, they 
usually are blind to the monstrous 
their own 
orders of congested wealth side 
by side with abysmal poverty. 


March 


peting systems, unequal but all ruth- 
less, now menace the world. There 
are the Fascist and Nazi dictator- 
ships—Mussolini boasted of seven- 
teen on the tenth anniversary of his 
march on Rome. There is the com- 
munist sixth of the globe, where the 
Soviet Union believes that as Czarist 
Russia fell when it was rotten-ripe 
with injustice after the last world 
war, other nations will fall in line 
with their com- 
munist 
ship after the pres- 
ent conflict. And 
therié hare the 
paligistromidite 
mocracies, or capi- 


dictator- 


talist nations, 
which think of 
themselves as pure 
democracies, but 
which own or rule most of the earth 
under their present imperialisms. 


social 


France possesses an empire 
roughly twenty times the size of the 
mother country, Holland sixty times, 
Belgium eighty times and Britain a 
hundred times her own area. Ameri- 
cans usually forget how much of the 
United States was added by con- 
quest, such as California, Texas and 
the Southwest after our imperialist 
war with Mexico. As a matter of fact 
the empires mentioned above and 


the republics of the U.S.A. and the 
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U.S.S.R. now possess the greater 
part of the earth, ruling most of the 
continents of Europe and Asia and 
all but one-thirtieth of Africa. 

The democracies 
righteous indignation against the 
denial of liberty under the dictator- 
ships. Not beholding the beam in 
their own eye, they usually are blind 
to the monstrous injustice of their 
own social orders of congested 
wealth side by side with abysmal 
poverty, with their millions of un- 
employed, their disgraceful slums, 
their segregated and impoverished 
Negroes, their half-starving share- 
croppers and landless agricultural 
workers, described in Tobacco Road 
and The Grapes of Wrath. Under 
the dictatorships they shoot or im- 
prison too many in concentration 


declaim with 


camps. In the plutocracies we starve 
and rob too many. Is any one of the 
three systems fit to survive as it is? 
And if we in the Anglo-Saxon and 
French pluto-democracies are stub- 
bornly unwilling to put our own 
house in order and grant the eco- 
nomic emancipation of equal justice 
to all classes, just as all possessing 
classes have always been in past his- 
tory, is it possible that only by the 
boundless evil of war or revolution 
this sweeping social change can be 
brought about? Unfortunately it was 
in violence that the American sys- 
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tem of slavery was ended, in blind 
revolution that feudalism was de- 
stroyed in France, and capitalism in 
Czarist Russia. Is it just possible 
then, that in no other way will the 
possessing classes in the pluto-de- 
mocracies learn their lesson? If 
Hitler caused the war and we pro- 
duced Hitler, may it not be that not 
merely Hitler’s Nazism but the sys- 
tem that produced this will only be 
brought to an end by a similar catas- 
trophe? 

Our whole unjust competitive 
order of exploitation, of wealth and 
poverty, reaches its climax in war. 
Under the judgments of God some 
evil is destroyed, some dross is 
purged, and the nature of evil is re- 
vealed, that in time its causes may 
be removed. If men would listen to 
reason, the boundless destruction of 
war or revolution would be unneces- 
sary, but we know of no possessing 
class in history that was ever willing 
to share its privileges and voluntarily 
give equal justice to all. So the crust 
of class and caste privilege hardens 
till the volcano bursts into eruption 
and the molten lava of the infuriated 
impoverished classes, or have-not 
nations, white hot pours forth in de- 
struction. 

All through man’s selfish, sinful 
history, evolution and revolution are 
interspersed. Unfortunately, there is 
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an outbreak of violence in war or 
revolution at the end of each social 
order or epoch. Slavery, feudalism, 
imperialism, fascism, 
nazism, or any other rule of a privi- 
leged, owning class or dictatorship 
tends to reach its climax in a period 
of violent destruction, when the old 
order is battered down. The English 
Revolution of 1649, the American 
Revolution of 1776, the French up- 
heaval in 1789 or the Russian in 
1917 were all 
theoretically un- 
necessary if the 


capitalism, 


ruling classes had 
been willing to 
give justice. But 
they were not 
willing in the past 
and probably they 
will not be in the future. They are 
always blinded by self-interest. Un- 
doubtedly we are living in a period 
of social and moral decline and dis- 
integration that marks the end of an 
epoch and a probable period of judg- 
ment. 

Jesus in Nazareth could do no 
mighty work because of their unbe- 
lief. So, perhaps, without abrogating 
man’s freedom God himself can ac- 
complish no adequate transforma- 
tion in the unjust status quo which 
we call “peace,” because of our blind 
greed. Is it possible, then, that only 


Is it possible, then, that only in 
judgment, only in the boundless 
evil of war or revolution, may 
this system of organized injustice 
radically be changed? If so, we 
should not be baffled if history 


must now repeat itself. 
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in judgment, only in the boundless 
evil of war or revolution, may this 
system of organized injustice radi- 
cally be changed? If so, we should 
not be baffled if history must now 
repeat itself. I believe that God, who 
makes the wrath of man to praise 
him, is mightily at work even in our 
war-torn world today. 

To sum up the position taken in 
this chapter, we view the world 
situation under a philosophy of dia- 
lectic realism, of 
progress through 
conflict. We do 
not have absolute 
truth in the stages 
of the thesis, an- 
tithesis, or tempo- 
rary synthesis of 
man’s progress in 
thought or in history. We are every- 
where subject to relativity. Only God 
is absolute and we have no abso- 
lute access to his omniscience or 
omnipotence. 

War, which is the world’s su- 
preme evil and menace, is a final 
consequence of a long line of ante- 
cedent causes arising from our un- 
just social order in whose guilt we 
must all share, as individuals and as 
nations, especially our own country. 
Mutuality of guilt, however, does not 
imply equality of guilt, nor exclude 
discriminating judgments as to 
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degrees of responsibility between 
contending forces. We cannot hold 
that there is equal responsibility for 
war between Russia and Finland. 
We cannot equate the guilt of 
Nazi Germany, whose tyranny 
threatens the destruction of Chris- 
tian values, and the democracies 
which, with all their faults, are 
struggling to maintain standards of 
justice and civil liberties. 

In the division between state and 
church, the state has the responsibil- 
ity of providing for the general wel- 
fare and for national defense, and it 
alone has the power to declare war. 
The church must determine the prin- 
ciples upon which these shall be 
based and may pronounce a quali- 
fied moral judgment upon the state. 
A good state, from the point of view 
of religion, is one where the gospel 
can be preached, where men are free 
to worship God and to pronounce 
such moral judgments, and which 
provides justice, liberty, security and 
brotherhood for all. 

Twenty-five years ago the churches 
uncritically gave their whole-hearted 
support to the World War. In their 
rightful desire to avoid past mis- 
takes, many of their absolutist mem- 
bers are in danger of passing sweep- 
ing condemnation upon the nations 
that seek to defend themselves in 
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the present war, which is as un- 
critical as was their support of the 
Allied cause a quarter of a century 
ago. We believe neither in a “holy 
war’ nor in a “holy neutrality.” 

We have maintained throughout 
this chapter that some are called to 
be conscientious objectors as abso- 
lute pacifists to challenge the whole 
war system, but that the majority 
will feel it to be their duty forcibly 
to defend their country when it is 
attacked or its vital interests are 
threatened. Gandhi himself, the 
most effective and the greatest liv- 
ing pacifist, is not an absolutist but 
a relativist, a realist and, to a large 
degree, a practical statesman. He is 
effectively using non-violent resist- 
ance to achieve the independence of 
India, but he recognizes that a mod- 
ern state cannot be maintained with- 
out both a police force and an army. 
When the writer asked him per- 
sonally how a divided Indian army 
could be commanded by a Moslem, 
a Hindu, or a Sikh, he told me they 
could first ask an American or some 
foreign neutral to lead their army. 
But Gandhi pacifists and Indian na- 
tionalists would defend their country 
if attacked by Japan or Soviet Russia 
or any other foreign power by the 
full force of their army. So, I believe, 
should our own country. 


UNITED COUNCIL HOLDS 
VITAL CONFERENCE 


By WILLIAM B. SPOFFORD 


A STIMULATING and at times ex- 
citing three day conference of 
the United Christian Council for 
Democracy was held in Cleveland, 
January 23-25, with 370 registered 
delegates from all parts of the 
country present, representing the 
ten denominational organizations 
affliated with the Council. Other 
hundreds _attend- 
ed the public 
meetings, with 
1,200 attending 
the mass meeting 
and 750 present at 
the 
dinner. The speakers at the mass 
meeting were Bishop Francis Mc- 
Connell of the Methodist Church, 
the Rev. Bernard Clausen, pastor 
of the First Baptist Church of Pitts- 
burgh, and Mr. Malcolm Ross, direc- 
tor of information of the National 
Labor Relations Board, who read the 
address of J. Warren Madden, chair- 
man of the Board, who was pre- 
vented from attending by illness. 
The address will soon be available 
as a pamphlet. The chairman of the 
meeting was Bishop Beyerley D. 


stand.” 
conference 


“We must make the obligations 
disclosed to us by the faith we 
hold relevant to the historic and 
social situation 


Tucker of Ohio, with the choir of 
Oberlin College furnishing the 
music. There was missionary fervor 
at both the mass meeting and the 
dinner, with the Rey. McNeill 
Poteat, pastor of the Euclid Avenue 
Baptist Church, where the confer- 
ence was held, leading in the sing- 
ing of rousing hymns. 

The speakers at 
the dinner were 
the Rev. Reinhold 
Niebuhr and the 
Reyes Harryeek: 
Ward, both pro- 
fessors at the 
Union Seminary, New York, with 
the Rey. John Paul Jones, Brooklyn 
pastor and president of the Presby- 


in which we 


terian Fellowship for Social Action, 
the chairman. Pointing out that our 
economic system is destroying itself 
because it cannot distribute wealth 
as it is created, Dr. Niebuhr declared 
that it was not enough for religious 
leaders to deal with the problems of 
justice in terms of pious generalities. 
“We must make the obligations dis- 
closed to us by the faith we hold 
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relevant to the historic and social 
situation in which we stand.” 

Dr. Ward presented an analysis 
of the world situation in a broad- 
casted address which was greeted 
with prolonged applause on the part 
of the overflow audience. “Our reli- 
gion,” he declared, “wants brother- 
hood within our nation and between 
all the nations of the earth, but the 
people want bread. That means edu- 
cation and socially 
useful jobs for 
their children. be 
Without bread for brotherhood 
all there can be no 
ber owt" here: 
hood. Without 
brotherhood there 
cannot be enough 
bread. This vital 
connection between spiritual and 
economic necessity spells out the 
basic social message of religion for 
this historic hour of need. Under- 
neath the question of who ought 
to prevail in this war, beyond the 
day of any existing form of state or 
theory of social institutions, we pro- 
claim a continuous way of life for 
mankind. With the religious voices 
of a past that reaches back to man’s 
first tribal societies behind us, and 
the endless need of man to find 
redemption from the evil that is in 
him and power to realize his divine 


Without bread for all there can 
no brotherhood. Without 
there 
enough bread. This vital connec- 
tion between spiritual and eco- 
nomic necessity spells out the the 
basic social message of religion 
for this historic hour of need. 
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capacities calling us down the end- 
less future, we urge the American 
people to abandon the struggle for 
profit and to reorganize their eco- 
nomic life as an intelligent coopera- 
tive undertaking for the develop- 
ment of the capacities of all per- 
sons.” 

The work of the conference was 
done in two large commissions that 
met all day Wednesday, with the 
findings of each 
group presented 
on Thursday. One 
commission dealt 
with the Chris- 


tian religion and 


cannot be 


domestic 
situation. In this 
there was a lot of 
solid thinking but 
little controversy since all agreed 
that the churches should join in the 
effort to preserve and extend demo- 
cratic rights in the United States— 
the differences were solely on ways 
and means. The Rev. James Myers, 
industrial secretary of the Federal 
Council of Churches, was the chair- 
man of this commission, with Pro- 
fessor Jerome Davis of the New 
School, New York, and the Rey. 
Howard Kester of the Fellowship 
of Southern Churchmen, the open- 
ing speakers. Findings of the com- 
mission were presented to the entire 
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conference on Thursday and adopted 
after further discussion. After a pre- 
amble setting forth that the Christian 
faith required all followers of Christ 
to labor for a socially just society, the 
conference called upon the churches 
to oppose the many anti-alien bills 
now before Congress, in the name 
both of Christianity and traditional 
Americanism, which demand civil 
and religious freedom. Social-eco- 
nomic planning under democratic 
control, with social ownership of all 
things necessary to its successful 
operation, should be substituted for 
the method of struggle for profits 
as the economic base of society, since 
it is only thus that the Christian 
principle of service and the develop- 
ment of personality can be realized. 
Education, 
and legislation are to be the methods 
used in seeking the change, not vio- 
lence. The report as adopted sharply 
criticized the Dies Committee, and 
all Congressional committees which 


democratic discussion 


violate in any way the American 
tradition of civil and religious lib- 
erty. The Smith Committee, at pres- 
ent investigating the National Labor 
Relations Board, was also con- 
demned, with fact-finding commis- 
sions composed of experts called for 
as substitutes when investigations 
seem necessary. 

The National Labor Relations 
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Act, and its administration, was 
praised for having promoted justice 
and stability in industry without in- 
fringing upon the legitimate rights 
of employers. The stupendous in- 
creases in military appropriations, 
at the expense of social services and 
relief, were deplored and the confer- 
ence urged the restoration of cuts 
made in the various relief agencies 
of the government. The anti-lynch- 
ing bill now before Congress was ap- 
proved; anti-semitism was vigorously 
condemned; the consumers’ coopera- 
tive movement was commended be- 
cause of its basic objective of serv- 
ice rather than private profit and 
because of its economic democracy 
in ownership and control. The con- 
ference also pointed to the so-called 
Christian Front as an organization 
that is both un-Christian and un- 
American and called upon the De- 
partment of Justice to investigate not 
only it, but also the activities of 
Father Charles Coughlin, reported 
to be closely identified with it. After 
first urging the churches to set the 
example by welcoming people of all 
races into membership, the confer- 
ence commended the recent decision 
of the Supreme Court in extending 
the democratic right of education to 
Negroes (the Gaines case), and 
favored a Civil Rights Bill for the 
District of Columbia which would 
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make it a crime for any place of 
public accommodation to refuse 
equal facilities to anyone because of 
race, color or creed. 

The commission that dealt with 
the Christian religion and war had 
a more difficult time, with at times 
a dozen or more shouting for recog- 
nition, and with the sessions on occa- 
sions lost in the maze of parlia- 
mentary procedure. Three points of 
view were repre- 
sented; the abso- 
lute pacifist; those 
who look upon 
this present war 
as one between 
rival imperialisms, 
and those who, 
while recognizing 
tihiait. thusiisea 
struggle between 
powers for markets and raw ma- 
terials, nevertheless are convinced 
that the democracies of the western 
world, as faulty as they are, should 
be supported in their struggle against 
totalitarian powers. Yet in spite of 
these differences of interpretation, 
expressed at times heatedly, the con- 
ference was unanimous in declaring 
that the United States should keep 
out of the war. The following state- 
ment was finally passed as express- 
ing the mind of the conference on 
the subject: 


The conference also pointed to 
the so-called Christian Front as 
an organization that is both un- 
Christian and un-American and 
called upon the Department of 
Justice to investigate not only it, 
but also the activities of Father 
Charles Coughlin, reported to be 
closely identified with it. 
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“The United Christian Council 
for Democracy finds its spirit de- 
pressed and its mind clouded by the 
appalling tragedy of war. We cher- 
ish no delusion that we, though citi- 
zens of a neutral nation, are un- 
touched by the warped perspective, 
mental paralysis, and moral disinte- 
gration which poison the stream of 
life when nations dedicate the spirit 
and resources of peoples to the 
slaughter of their 
fellow men and 
the destruction of 
the painfully ac- 
quired treasures 
and ideals of 
civilization. What 
we now see, as the 
pall of violence 
settles over us, is 
indeed as through 
a glass darkly. We are unable to be 
sure of ourselves or of one another. 
We implore the mercy of God in our 
darkness and beseech the God of all 
goodness to vouchsafe to us the 
grace of our Lord Jesus Christ’ and 
the guidance of the Holy Spirit. 
Humbly, and with all charity and 
mutual forbearance, with full respect 
to the conscience that many share 
our spirit but disagree with our pro- 
nouncements, we would affirm: 

“That war is contrary to the Chris- 
tian gospel and way of life. 
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“That it is because men and na- 
tions do not live this gospel and way 
of life that war has come upon us. 

“That we as Christians have fallen 
far short of the faith we profess and 
thus cannot disclaim a share of the 
responsibility for the present trag- 
edy. 

“That Christians, therefore, 
neither as groups nor as individuals 
can wash their hands of the war and 
hope to stand en- 


tirrely aside from “Finally, that we oppose at all 
it. times the exaltation of the mili- 


“That we must 
grant full freedom 
of conscience to 
all as they seek to 
face the respon- 
sibility that the 
war brings. 

“That nonetheless we are agreed 
the United States can best serve the 
world by keeping out of this war 
and by using its influence and re- 
sources to promote a just peace for 
all peoples as speedily as possible. 

“That we re-afirm our loyalty to 
the principle of freedom of con- 
science; demanding from the au- 
thorities of state and church exemp- 
tion from war duties for the con- 
scientious objector and fuil guaran- 
tee of his rights as a citizen; also 
the full respect from pacifists and 


war resisters for the integrity, honor, 


tary over the civil authority, the 
suspension of the Bill of Rights 
in emergencies; that we oppose 
imperialistic ambitions, as con- 
trary to the ideals of the United 
States of America.” 
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and the religious and civil rights of 
Christians who fulfill their duties as 
the state may require in war time. 
“Finally, that we oppose at all 
times the exaltation of the military 
over the civil authority, the suspen- 
sion of the Bill of Rights in emer- 
gencies; that we oppose imperialistic 
ambitions, as contrary to the ideals 
of the United States of America.” 
This statement was followed by a 
number of reso- 
lutions: 1. Calling 
upon the United 
States to move 
now to stop the 
war by calling on 
all belligerents to 
state terms on 
which they will 
negotiate. 2. Op- 
posing arms increases by our gov- 
ernment. 3. Opposing the industrial 
mobilization plan. 4. Opposing con- 
scription. 5. Affirming the rights of 
all conscientious objectors to refuse 
to cooperate with the state in war, 
with the executive committee of the 
UCCD urged to take steps to main- 
tain this right. 6. Supporting the 
principle of a war referendum. 7. 
Opposing the government engaging 
in any secret or military alliances. 
8. Supporting the neutrality law and 
opposing all attempts to break down 
restrictions of the act, as for example, 
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by loans to Finland. 9. Favoring an 
embargo on the export of arms to all 
countries at all times. 10. Opposing 
the extension of armaments at the 
expense of relief. 11. Favoring the 
setting up of Keep-America-Out-of- 
War committees in churches, with 
state and regional conferences urged 
to take appropriate action looking 
toward that end. 12. Urging the 
churches to aid in alleviating the 
suffering of the victims of war and 
injustice by generous support 
through approved agencies. 

The chairman of the commission 
on war was Mr. Kenneth Leslie of 
New York and the opening speakers 
at the two sessions were the Rev. E. 
McNeill Poteat of Cleveland and the 
Rev. Joseph Fletcher of Cincinnati. 

The complete findings of the con- 
ference will be published in a leaflet, 
with the principal addresses pre- 
sented if possible. Announcement of 
the date when the leaflet, or pam- 
phlet, will be available will be made 
shortly by the secretary of the 
UCCD, the Rev. Richard Morford. 

The conference was given front- 
page positions, both before and dur- 
ing the conference, as well as com- 
mending editorials, by the Cleveland 
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newspapers. The radio also gave ex- 
cellent cooperation, with a total of 
six broadcasts by UCCD executive 
committee members on its aims and 
purposes, in addition to the broad- 
casting of the mass meeting and the 
dinner. A good deal of newspaper 
attention was given to an attack, 
prior to the sessions, on conference 
leaders by the American Legion and 
other organizations, with a demand 
on their part that radio stations deny 
time on the air. As usual, all that 
the attacks accomplished was to 
swell the attendance. Another un- 
scheduled event was an address by 
Mr. William Lawson, publicity 
director of the National Association 
of Manufacturers. A telegram was 
received from Mr. H. W. Prentis, 
Jr., president of the Association, re- 
questing an opportunity’ to answer 
the address by Mr. Madden. This 
was willingly granted, even though 
it did disrupt the conference pro- 
gram. Mr. Lawson therefore read 
Mr. Prentis’ address, coming on 
from Néw York for the purpose, 
and he was answered in a brief ad- 
dress by Mr. Oscar Smith, regional 
director of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board. 


THE FRANCO FRONT IN. AMERICA 


By S. R. HERBERT 


—‘We will fight you in Franco’s way 


if necessary! Call this inflammatory if you 
will. It 1s inflammatory.” —Rev. Fr. Coughlin. 


T LEAST as disturbing as the fact 
y aN seventeen men, allied with 
the Christian Front, were arrested 
by Federal agents in New York City 
on January 13, 1940, and charged 
with conspiracy “to overthrow the 
Government of the United States,” 
has been the public support and 
sympathy shown to them. The Tab- 
let, official organ of the Roman 
Catholic diocese of Brooklyn 
(claimed circulation of more than 
80,000), championed them in its 
news columns and editorially con- 
doned their alleged crime, referring 
to them as “seventeen, seemingly 
poor, unfortunate victims of their 
own excessive patriotism... .” When 
they were arraigned and again when 
they were indicted, there were popu- 
lar demonstrations for them by large 
crowds crying, according to The 
New York Times, “This is a hell of 
a country!” and, “Long live Christ 
the King!” Three thousand people 
filled Prospect Hall in Brooklyn on 
the night of February 5 in what The 
Tablet called an “enthusiastic gath- 
ering” in support of the prisoners. 


Representative Martin J. Kennedy 
of New York City took occasion in 
the House of Representatives to criti- 
cize the treatment given the prison- 
ers, charging Federal authorities 
with “a definite violation of their 
constitutional rights.” George U. 
Harvey, Borough President of 
Queens, at a “peace and patriotism” 
rally of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, defended the men, saying 
“Theyre Americans.” Father 
Coughlin made a panicky denial of 
his friends when they were arrested, 
but a week later over a nation-wide 
hook-up he dared to say, “I take my 
stand beside the Christian Fronters.” 
A questionnaire sent to the mem- 
bers of the New York City Police 
Force by the Commissioner to ascer- 
tain how many members of the 
Force belonged to the Christian 
Front—that is, sympathized with 
the ideals and ideas of the seventeen 
men—met with stubborn resistance. 
Some newspaper reports on police 
membership in the Christian Front 
ranged as high as 4,000 but only 
27 confessed to present member- 


Original Article 
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ship. New York City’s Fire Com- 
missioner, John J. McElligot, refused 
to investigate the Christian Front 
affiliations of his men, indicating 
that he saw nothing inconsistent in 
being a Christian Fronter and a 
“good citizen.” 

What has brought about this 
situation? To whom did Mayor La- 
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activities reveals that the organiza- 
tion came into being in 1938 as a 
branch of Catholic Action, directly 
out of the pro-Franco agitation, and 
that it operated on the periphery of 
a Catholic inspired movement that 
could properly be called the “Franco 
Front.” While Catholic prelates like 
the late Cardinal Hayes, politicians 


Guardia refer 
when he said on 
February 15: 
“The immaturity 
of the young men 
arrested, their 
visionary plan to 
take over the gov- 
ernment, all indi- 
cate that some 
master mind, or 
minds, not yet dis- 
closed, were work- 


It is fundamental to an under- 
standing of the work of the mem- 
bers of the Franco Front to note 
that when they used the word 
“Communist” about Spain, they 
applied it indiscriminately to 
Mason, Nineteenth-Century Lib- 
eral, Freethinker, Anarchist, Prot- 
estant, Basque Catholic, Repub- 
lican, Catalan Autonomist, Social- 
ist, Labor Union member and 
Democrat as well as Communist. 


like Martin Dies, 
business reaction- 
aries like Merwin 
Kee Elartiaewsence 
facading for the 
Franco Front, the 
Christian Front 
boys held forth 
for Franco on 
street corner meet- 
ings, sold Social 
Justice and The 
Tablet, pushed 


ing on these 
young men and the membership of 
these various organizations, encour- 
aging and inducing them to wrong- 
doing, disloyal and criminal acts.” 
We cannot know what, if any- 
thing, will be disclosed at the trial 
of these men. There is, however, 
strong evidence to show that the 
inspiration for their thinking and 
that of their sympathizers can be 
traced directly to the American 
apologists for General Franco. A 
survey of the Christian Front’s 


Jews into the 
gutter, were, that is, the Storm 
Troopers, the squadristi, the “mass 
base” of the Franco Front. 

Prior to the Franco rising, no 
Fascist cause had made any head- 
way in the United States. The 
Italian Fascist and the German Nazi 
organizations were of little impor- 
tance. In the Spanish venture, how- 
ever, the Nazis and the Fascists were 
allied with powerful elements in the 
Roman Catholic Church, which had 
ready to hand in the United States 
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all the necessary paraphernalia of 
propaganda: highly-developed 
organization, speakers, press—and 
believers. With the Catholic organ- 
ization as a base of action there de- 
veloped in the United States—as the 
cooperation between the Vatican 
and Fascism in Spain became more 
apparent—the Franco Front, which 
has served as the chief agency for 
the dissemination of Fascist propa- 
ganda throughout the United States 
since shortly after the outbreak of 
the war in Spain. This propaganda 
was primarily intended to ensure a 
Fascist victory in Spain by keeping 
on the unneutral American embargo 
on arms that was helping to strangle 
the Spanish Republic. Reduced to its 
simplest terms, the Franco Front 
propaganda on Spain was as fol- 
lows: Franco, a Christian crusader, 
was driven to the use of force in 
order to put an end to Communistic 
disorders and persecutions of the 
Catholic Church which were en- 
dangering Western civilization. 
(The picture of events in Spain 
presented to Americans by the 
Franco Front was so completely 
false and distorted that on June 30, 
1939, the columnist on the New 
World, Cardinal Mundelein’s recom- 
mended newspaper, wrote: “There 
is an unenviable list of Franco sup- 


porters in ‘Who Lied About Spain’ 
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in The New Republic for June 28 as 
an index of those who misstated the 
facts about Spain while the conflict 
was raging. Arnold Lunn, Ellery 
Sedgwick, Dr. Joseph B. Code of 
Catholic University, and Father 
Thorning are mentioned as men 
who made out the facts to be some- 
thing other than they turn out to 
be. There could be a great many 
more added to the list and as the 
truth comes out of Spain the list of 
those who sacrificed truth and verac- 
ity for the ‘cause’ will become 
greater and greater.”) 

In addition, however, the Franco 
Front, during the war and since, has 
given wide currency to other ideas 
and its purpose in doing so can only 
be interpreted as deliberate en- 
couragement to Fascist revolution- 
ary activity in the United States. 
These ideas were: (1) Violence is 
permissible when used against 
“Communists” or in defense of the 
Catholic Church. (2) Fascism is a 
natural, non-atheistic defense system 
evolved by societies threatened by 
“Communism” (“Godless Marx- 
ism”), which is the major threat to 
the world. (3) “Communists” are 
about to take over the United States. 
(4) The Catholic Church is being 
persecuted. These ideas add up to a 
description of the American scene 
in the very terms that had been used 
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by the Franco Front in describing 
Spain. These were the ideas that 
motivated the seventeen men ar- 
rested on January 13. 

The chief vehicle for spreading 
these ideas was the official press of 
the Roman Catholic Church, which, 
with certain notable exceptions like 
the New World of Chicago, co- 
operated in this Fascist venture. In- 
valuable aid was also given by the 
Hearst press and by the Dies com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities. 
The success of the 
project depended 
on the preserva- 
tion in people’s 
minds of the 
whole series of in- 
about 
Spain; for that reason the Franco 
Front press has kept alive for its 
readers its fanciful version of recent 
Spanish history long after the secu- 
lar press had gladly dropped the war 
in Spain and long after Hitler, Mus- 
solini and Franco’s own publicists 
had by their frank revelations com- 
pletely discredited everything the 
Franco Front had said about Spain. 

It is fundamental to an under- 
standing of the work of the mem- 
bers of the Franco Front to note 
that when they used the word “Com- 
munist” about Spain, they applied it 
indiscriminately to Mason, Nine- 
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The basic theme of the Franco 
Front propaganda was its ap- 
proval of the use of force and 
violence in the settlement of 
political quarrels. 
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teenth-Century Liberal, Freethinker, 
Anarchist, Protestant, Basque Catho- 
lic, Republican, Catalan Autonomist, 
Socialist, Labor Union member and 
Democrat as well as Communist. In 
referring to the American scene, 
they used the same technique and 
the word “Communist” has been 
slowly widened to include Mrs. 
Roosevelt, John L. Lewis, Mayor La- 
Guardia, the Jews, the CIO and 
President Roosevelt’s personal ad- 
visors, or, in fact, anybody who will 
not be browbeaten 
by the pressure of 
the Franco Front 
into a denuncia- 
tion of all interna- 
tional isms (ex- 
cept Catholicism 
—naturally). 

Dr. Alexander Hamilton Rice, 
Chairman of the Spanish National- 
ist Relief Committee, after stating at 
a Franco rally in Philadelphia on 
December 1, 1938, that he was a 
New England Protestant, who was 
“ashamed of the position the Prot- 
estant Church has taken on this 
situation in Spain,’ declared that 
“Liberalism is just a decoy to Com- 
munism and Atheism.’ Charles 
Brophy, first state vice-commander 
of the Catholic War Veterans of 
New Jersey, considered CIO speak- 
ers as “red, Communistic leaders.” 
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Merwin K. Hart, the leading Prot- 
estant figure in the Franco Front, 
president of the reactionary busi- 
ness lobby called the New York 
State Economic Council and chair- 
man of the American Union for 
Nationalist Spain, wrote in the “Eco- 
nomic Council Letter” of April 25, 
1938, “For three years the New 
York State Economic Council has 
contended the New Deal is simply 
the American form of Russian Com- 
munism.” Again he wrote on April 
3, 1939, “New Dealism is nothing 
but the American form of Com- 
munism.” With belated candor Mar- 
tin Dies wrote in Liberty (Feb. 10, 
1940): “The members of the Com- 
munist Party are less dangerous to 
this country than the Marxists who 
masquerade under the name of Lib- 
erals.” 

The basic theme of the Franco 
Front propaganda was its approval 
of the use of force and violence in 
the settlement of political quarrels. 
For longer than three years the 
Rebel, General Franco, has been 
portrayed to American Catholics as 
the highest ideal of Catholic Action. 
He was called “one of the highest 
types of Christian gentlemen” by 
Father Joseph F. Thorning, the 
Church’s “expert” on matters Span- 
ish, before 3,000 Knights of Colum- 
bus at a communion breakfast in 
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New York City on March 28, 1938, 
and on numerous other occasions. 
That devout Catholics, taught since 
childhood to believe that their priests 
and bishops and their Church press 
told the truth, should see themselves 
in the United States serving their 
Church as “crusaders” and “cau- 
dillos” is not surprising; a duplica- 
tion of the Franco rising in the 
United States was the next logical 
step for people who were taught to 
interpret the American scene in the 
Spanish terms of the Franco Front. 
Patrick Scanlan, managing editor of 
The Tablet, had on May 7, 1938, 
dubbed New York City for its politi- 
cal wickedness the “Barcelona of 
America.” Social Justice on July 31, 
1939, warned that it would be “but 
a question of time until New York 
must witness a hideous repetition of 
the Bolshevik atrocities that all but 
destroyed Madrid and Barcelona.” 
John F. Cassidy, leader of the Chris- 
tian Front, and one of the arrested 
men, in January, 1939, at the 
Erasmus Hall High School in 
Brooklyn, declared: “We are going 
to do the same thing to the Com- 
munists here that Franco is doing in 
Spain. We are not going to stand it 
much longer.” The parallel between 
the Spanish scene and the American 
scene was the subject of a book, 


America—Look At Spain, published 
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after the end of the war under the 
signature of Merwin K. Hart. Hart 
in a broadcast to the United States 
from Malaga, Spain, on September 
29, 1938, declared: “I implore my 
fellow countrymen to look at Spain 
and to understand what is going on. 
For unless the Communistic trend in 
the United States is stopped, then as 
surely as the sun will rise, the agony 
that has taken place in Spain will 
be repeated in the next few years 
in the United States of America.” 

Three years of Franco propaganda 
had thus prepared enthusiasts like 
the Christian Fronters for Father 
Coughlin’s threat on July 30, 1939, 
to fight “in Franco’s way.” In this 
radio address, he not only hailed 
the growth of the Christian Front 
but menaced its enemies with vio- 
lence. Almost eight months before 
the seventeen were arrested, a wit- 
ness before the Dies Committee, 
Dudley P. Gilbert, “New York 
Socialite’ and president of the 
Catholic Boys’ Club, showed the 
effects of the Franco propaganda on 
certain types of mentality. 

Gilbert said (May 22, 1939): “I 
figured that very shortly in this 
country we would face a civil war 
from the Left and I thought the 
American people would have to rise 
under some American officer of the 
Franco type, otherwise we'd have a 
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Red Republic.” Gilbert was shown 
to be in close touch with Father 
Coughlin and Patrick Scanlan, two 
of the leading publicists of the 
Franco Front. Also, this same week, 
George Deatherage, an active ex- 
ponent of American Fascism, who 
works with an international “anti- 
Communist organization” in Rome, 
was shown before the Dies Com- 
mittee to have a list of six candidates 
for a prospective Fascist “Junta.” 
Two of these were Coughlin and 
Father Edward Lodge Curran, 
leader of Brooklyn’s Catholic Fascist 
movement. But the Dies Committee 
never followed these leads and has 
never investigated anybody in the 
Franco Front, nor in its subsidiary, 
the Christian Front. Instead, the 
chairman of the Committee, Martin 
Dies, as we shall see, continued to 
follow the of the Franco 
Front and the Dies Committee con- 
tinued to be one of the Franco 
Front’s chief media of propaganda. 

This ideological kinship existing 
between members of the Franco 
Front is, of course, the reason why 
Coughlin advocates Dies for Presi- 
dent and why Father Curran said 
on February 2, 1940, “As long as 
there is a Martin Dies in the South- 
west and a George Harvey in the 
Northeast, no one need worry about 
the future of America.’ New York 


“Tine” 
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Senator John J. McNaboe, a speaker 
at the Christian Front rally held at 
the Great Northern Hotel on May 
24, 1939, along with Major Kelly 
and Allen Zoll, leader of the Cough- 
lin picket-line later to be arrested 
for attempted blackmail, was also 
the man who introduced the resolu- 
tion asking that the Dies Committee 
be continued for two more years 
which was passed by the New York 
Senate on January 17, 1939. Such 
pro-Franco organs as America and 
The Tablet, supporters of the Chris- 
tian Front, also have been strong 
supporters of Dies, while the arch- 
diocesan organ of Chicago, the 
New World, anti-Franco and demo- 
cratic, declared on February 2, 1940, 
“Five Illinois congressmen were on 
democracy’s honor roll this week for 
having voted against the resolution 
to continue the un-American Dies 
Committee.” 

It is significant that almost every 
public incitement to political vio- 
lence in the United States in recent 
years has come from some member 
of the Franco Front. One of the 
strongholds of Franco agitation was 
Jersey City, where Loyalist support- 
ers could rarely, if ever, so much as 
rent a hall or hold a meeting. On 
March 25, 1938, Sodalists of St. 
Peter’s College, a Jersey City Jesuit 
institution, dedicated their Intercol- 
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legiate Sodality Symposium to Gen- 
eral Franco, and Spanish Fascist 
songs were featured on the program. 
A list of those who helped the Cath- 
olic students prepare the meeting 
reads like the honor roll of the Franco 
Front: Francis X. Talbot, S.J., edi- 
tor of America, and apologist for the 
arrested Christian Fronters; the Rey. 
Joseph F. Thorning; the Hon. 
Ogden H. Hammond, Jersey City 
banker, one-time United States Am- 
bassador to Spain, and later orator 
at the Christian Front-backed 
Seventh Regiment Armory meeting 
of February 19, 1939; Mayor John 
Eoghan Kelly, military expert of the 
Franco Front, and associate of the 
Christian Fronters; and Mr. Francis 
X. Connolly, Fordham professor and 
editor of Franco’s propaganda organ 
Spain. 

Jersey City was also the scene of 
the most flagrant outbreak of politi- 
cal violence in the United States dur- 
ing 1938. This outbreak was de- 
fended by the Rey. Dennis J. Comey, 
SJ., president of St. Peter’s College, 
and it was participated in by his 
students who but a few weeks before 
had paid tribute to the Spanish Cau- 
dillo, describing him as “courageous 
enough to lead—after long-suffer- 
ing—the counter-revolution.” This 
terrorism was also encouraged by 
other Catholic dignitaries and offi- 
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cials. The New Jersey Catholic War 
Veterans leader, Charles Brophy, 
stated at a rally in the spring of 
1938 that his organization would 
come out to prevent a CIO gather- 
ing with each member “equipped 
with a two-foot rubber hose.” When 
two liberal U. S. Congressmen, 
Catholics but pro-Loyalist, were an- 
nounced as coming to Jersey City to 
speak, Brophy announced that the 
Catholic War Veterans “will take 
the law into their own hands and 
drive out these Red leaders.” 
Father Coughlin was the most 
prominent individual member of the 
Franco Front. He is the patron and 
guide of the Christian Front. Dur- 
ing the 1936 presidential campaign, 
he said: “When any upstart dicta- 
tor in the United States succeeds in 
making this a one-party form of gov- 
ernment, when the ballot is useless, 
I shall have the courage to stand up 
and advocate the use of bullets.” As 
early as January 22, 1934, he had 
said: “The only way the Christians 
in Mexico can put their prayers 
across is at the point of a gun. And 
that’s what they’re going to do in 
the Spring. There'll be some fat, 
greasy scalps hanging on the wall. 
And that’s what we may have to do 
in this country.” And then he threat- 
ened on July 30, 1939, “We will fight 
you in Franco’s way if necessary! 
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Call this inflammatory, if you will. 
It is inflammatory.” 

Another prop of the Franco Front 
was the Protestant George U. Har- 
vey, who spoke at the Dies meeting 
at Madison Square Garden on No- 
vember 29, 1939. In speaking before 
the Kings County American Legion 
Convention, in July, 1937, Harvey 
said: “If the Communists push easy- 
going Americans too far, there won’t 
be enough telegraph poles to take 
care of them.’ On another occasion, 
speaking with such prominent 
Franco Fronters as Father Edward 
Lodge Curran, Coughlin’s under- 
study, and Alfred E. Smith, he 
urged the police to arm themselves 
with rubber hose and beat up or 
perhaps murder all the Commu- 
nists. Recently Harvey condemned 
Mrs. Roosevelt for entertaining 
representatives of youth groups at 
the White House, saying, “If I had 
my way about it, if they were for- 
eign-born they would be sent back 
where they came from. If they were 
American citizens they would be 
put in concentration camps.” 

Merwin K. Hart, in his book 
America—Look At Spain, advised 
his readers to arm themselves in de- 
fiance of the law, writing, “Ameri- 
can citizens may heed the clear les- 
son of Spain and draw their own 
conclusions as to the consequences 
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if they permit state or federal 
statutes to curb their right to own, 
and if need be, to carry arms to pro- 
tect them against the Communist 
menace.” 

While the Fascist aggressors were 
menacing the peace structure in 
various parts of the world, and when 
collaboration with the Soviet Union 
meant collaboration in peace efforts, 
the members of the Franco Front 
were decrying the Fascist danger 
and crying “Com- 
munism” at every 
manifestation of 
social progress. 
They narrowed 
the meaning of 
the word “Fas- 
cist”; for example, 
despite the clear- 
est statements from Franco of his 
intentions to set up a Fascist state 
and despite the existence of the 
Fascist Falangist state, they con- 
tinued to deny that it was “Fascist.” 

They stressed the possibility of col- 
laboration between Fascism and the 
Catholic Church. Father Thorning 
pointed out that, “If anything, posi- 
tive religion is encouraged in Italy,” 
in an attack on Secretary Ickes, who 
had called Fascism the greatest 
threat to the world today. Thorning 
said, “Communism is the greatest 
danger here and in the world.” 


The men who created this wave 
of civil violence, and brought on 
a war that cost at least a million 
lives, are the heroes of the new 
Catholic Spain. They are the 
heroes of the Franco Front, of the 
Christian Front. 
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Archbishop MacNicholas of Cin- 
cinnati, speaking at the Catholic 
University of America in Washing- 
ton, D. C., on January 9, 1939, con- 
demned “atheistic totalitarian gov- 
ernments,” but said he felt there was 
“some hope for totalitarian govern- 
ments and for Fascism so long as 
they reject atheism.” Hart stated the 
attitude of the Franco Front on 
Fascism and Communism on April 
25, 1938: “Everywhere is propa- 
ganda against 
‘Fascism.’ But no 
one who reads it, 
or, parrot-like, re- 
peats it, knows 
any Fascists. 
There aren't any 
—except here and 
there a little hand- 
ful of German Bunders. Lady Astor, 
asked by a reporter, when recently in 
America, what she thought of Fas- 
cism, answered, ‘What is it?p—No- 
body ever heard of Fascism until 
Communism along. Com- 
munism is the real danger.’ ” 
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An adept carrier of the Franco 
Front “line” was a woman named 
the Marquesa de Cienfuegos, neé 
Jane Anderson. 

In Chicago on November 28, 1937, 
she was reported saying: “The 
Communists are oyerrunning us, 
they are all over the country! They 
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have the intention of exterminating 
God! They are calling on us to wage 
spiritual warfare!” She told the 
members of Mr. Hart’s New York 
State Economic Council on June 1, 
1938, that “America is morally and 
intellectually ripe for revolution.” 
She told an audience in Troy, New 
York, on March 24, 1938, that the 
Communists controlled, directly or 
indirectly, eighty per cent of the 
nation’s radio and press, and that 
in Spain Franco was fighting “for 
my God and my country.” 

She was the featured speaker on 
February 27, 1938, at the eighteenth 
annual communion breakfast of the 
Carroll Club, a New York Catholic 
women’s organization. Here she 
decried the menace of Fascism and 
alleged that a “death list” similar 
to ones she claimed to have seen in 
Spain, with the names of 100 reli- 
gious and political enemies of Com- 
munism, had been distributed 
throughout the United States. She 
called for a “united Christian Front 
for the combatting of atheism.” She 
divulged only one name on the list, 
that of Mgr. Fulton J. Sheen, who 
gave additional lurid details on his 
prospective martyrdom, saying, “I’ve 
known it for a year. I heard it first 
on a short-wave broadcast. I heard 
my name mentioned and then the 
statement that ‘we will not be satis- 
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fied until his head is rolling in the 
gutter.” 

(Jane Anderson contributed to 
the Hearst Journal and American in 
May and June, 1937, the most 
luridly nonsensical tale of rape, 
obscenity and sacrilege to come out 
of the war in Spain. This was re- 
printed by the Catholic Digest and 
made into a pamphlet which de- 
scribed her as “The World’s Great- 
est Woman Orator in the Fight 
against Communism,” and as “The 
Outstanding Figure among World 
Intellectuals.”’) 

To play up the Red scare after 
the end of the war, Major Kelly and 
America collaborated in the cam- 
paign of the Franco Front propa- 
gandists to badger the Spanish exiles 
in Mexico, veterans of Europe’s only 
anti-Fascist war. The spirit of this 
persecution of refugees could hardly 
be called Christian. Kelly wrote 
(America, March 25, 1939): “It 
needs no expert in the trends of 
these troubled times to see that the 
Brigades in Mexico, however dis- 
guised as land-loving peasants, con- 
stitute a menace to the United States. 
... They will filter across our border, 
confident of the myopic humanitar- 
ianism of the Secretary of Labor.... 
Can we still believe, as we note 
the approach of the Communist 
shadow to our beloved land, that ‘it 
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cannot happen here’?” He wrote 
again (August 12, 1939): “Mexico 
follows in Spain’s tragic footsteps. 
The ‘workers’ militia’ of the C.T.M. 
(Confederation of Mexican Work- 
ers), copied from the Red Spanish 
U.G.T. and C.N.T. private armies, 
training for little less than a year, 
has reached a state of semi-training 
and self-conscious belligerence. . . 

To augment this proletarian force, 
Cardenas entered into an agreement 
with the refugee Communist ex- 
Premier of Red Spain, Juan Negrin, 
on June 29, by which an unlimited 
number of his defeated army, now 
in France, are to be transported to 
Mexico, and established in workers’ 
colonies in strategic locations along 
the American border and elsewhere. 
. . . The refugee troops feel very 
secure in their new quarters and 
speak confidently of ‘the revolution 
in the United States,’ in which they 
plan to take a prominent part.” 
Needless to say, America kept up 
this mendacious campaign and on 
February 17, 1940, said editorially 
of the exiles in Mexico, “The vast 
majority of these Spaniards are Com- 
munists with criminal records.” The 
kindest thing that can be said of 
that statement is that it is com- 
pletely false, and indeed it makes 
sense only when seen as part of a 
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campaign to make every American 
see a Red under his bed. 

Hart also played up the Red 
menace. He warned in his book: 
“Communism will make her last 
stand in the United States. It will 
be a bitter fight. In all probability 
there will be bloodshed—bloodshed 
it may be as great as Spain has seen.” 
And “At some time—probably dur- 
ing the Roosevelt administration— 
it is at least possible that they will 
undertake a coup that if successful 
will reduce this country to a state of 
vassalage to Soviet Russia.” 

(Hart, like the rest of the Franco 
Front, sees no menace in Fascism— 
Spanish, German, Italian or Ameri- 
can. He chaired the Seventh Regi- 
ment Armory meeting of February 
19, 1939, where Hitler, Franco, Mus- 
solini and Coughlin were cheered 
and Roosevelt was booed. He par- 
ticipated, with other leaders of the 
Franco Front, in the Congress on 
Inter-American Relations held at 
Fordham University in April, 1939, 
which was used as a sounding-board 
for Franco and Nazi ambitions in 
South America. The greatest ap- 
plause of the three day congress was 
given to Dr. Wilhelm Tannenberg, 
counsellor of the German Embassy 
in Washington.) 

Hart was naturally the liaison be- 
tween the Franco Front and Martin 
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Dies, whose committee has been an 
effective ally of the Franco Front, 
not only in painting Loyalist Spain 
as “Communistic,” but also in wid- 
ening the scope of the term “Com- 
munist,” thus increasing fears of a 
Communist putsch. 

Such fears seem to have animated 
the Christian Fronters. According 
to Dorothy Dunbar Bromley, 
Michael Bierne, one of those ar- 
rested, was said by a relative to be 
“convinced that only he, Father 
Coughlin, Father Curran, John F. 
Cassidy, head of the Christian Front, 
and a few others, stood between 
Stalin and the Communization of 
this country.” 

If the arrested men thought the 
government about to be taken over 
by the “Reds,” perhaps they got the 
idea from Mr. Dies himself at Madi- 
son Square Garden on November 
29, 1939, when Dies spoke to half- 
filled galleries of Christian Fronters 
who had entered on passes, and to 
prominent members of the Franco 
Front who graced his sponsoring 
committee and shared his platform. 
In that speech he gave the Franco 
Front line on Spain, charging that 
“the Communist influence imported 
to Spain from enslaved Russia 
doomed the Republic of Spain and 
was responsible for the slaughter of 
a million Spaniards.” Perhaps the 


THE FRANCO FRONT IN AMERICA 35 


“transmission belt” for this idea was 
Mr. Hart, who chaired the meeting. 

Once before Hart had chaired, the 
Christian Front had listened in the 
background, and Dies had given 
the Franco Front line of the moment. 
It was on December 8, 1938, at a 
luncheon of the New York State 
Economic Council. But let us fix 
the date in history, for it was an 
important epoch in the life of the 
Christian Front and shows the 
method in their anti-Semitic mad- 
ness. 

For months the fighting in Spain 
had been confined to the Ebro 
salient, with Franco winning no 
new territory since July. Congress 
was to meet in January. If the em- 
bargo on arms to Spain should be 
lifted—and there was widespread 
popular demand for such action— 
it would seriously jeopardize the 
Fascist victory in Spain. On Novem- 
ber 11 and 13 there had taken place 
in Germany an outbreak of Nazi 
violence against the Jews and a 
country-wide wave of protest 
throughout the United States had 
followed. This situation was now 
used by the Franco Front to exploit 
the humanitarian feelings of the 
American people and blackmail the 
American Jews into supporting the 
movement to keep the embargo 
under threat of a pogrom. 


36 PROTESTANT DIGEST 


On November 20, Coughlin linked 
the Jews to Communism. He com- 
mented on the anti-Semitic out- 
bursts in Germany and the resultant 
world protest, and said, “The Jew 
has challenged the Christian for his 
sympathy and cooperation. In turn 
the Christian challenges the Jew for 
his.” Coughlin then went on to re- 
tail the wildest fancies on the killing 
of “Christians” in Russia, Mexico 
and Spain, with the emphasis on 
Spain, cried out against the failure 
of the world to protest, and asked: 
“Why, then, was there this silence 
on the radio and in the press? Ask 
the gentlemen who control the three 
national radio chains; ask those who 
dominate the destinies of the finan- 
cially inspired press—surely these 
Jewish gentlemen and others must 
have been ignorant of the facts or 
they would have had symposium in 
those dark days—especially when 
students of history recognize that 
Nazism is only a defense mechanism 
against Communism and that perse- 
cution of the Christians always 
begets persecution of the Jews. How- 
ever, let the dead past bury its dead. 
Today—this is our day. Christians 
and Jews. We were not responsible 
for the atrocities of yesteryear. We 
will be responsible for the persecu- 
tions of future years. . . . May every 
honest Jew, every God-fearing Jew, 
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as well as every honest and God- 
fearing Christian, find themselves co- 
operating in this common objective. 
Gentiles must repudiate the excesses 
of Nazism. But Jews and Gentiles 
must repudiate the existence of Com- 
munism from which Nazism 
springs.” 

The threat to the Jews in the 
Coughlin speech is unmistakable. 
It was in effect: cooperate with us 
on the Spanish issue—or pogroms. 
“We will be responsible for the 
persecutions of future years,’ Cough- 
lin said ominously. This blackmail 
“line” was in the course of the next 
two months repeated all over the 
country by various spokesmen for 
the Franco Front. 

The Brooklyn Tablet, the most 
strident voice in the Franco Front, 
working close to the source of the 
new “line” had come out the day 
before Coughlin’s speech with a 
front-page editorial headed “We are 
against all persecutions,” and saying 
in part, “The sad note is here; while 
the press and public officials bitterly 
denounce the attack on ten syna- 
gogues in Germany, the breaking of 
Jewish shop windows and the brutal 
dispersal of Jews, unfortunately the 
protest has not been widened to in- 
clude the far worse crimes com- 
mitted against the Catholics of 
Spain.” 
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Father Thorning picked up the 
line immediately. Speaking at Man- 
hattanville College of the Sacred 
Heart in New York City, he said: 
“Finally it should be noted it is not 
too late for the United States Govy- 
ernment to interest itself on behalf 
of the persecuted Christians of 
Mexico, Soviet Russia and Red 
Spain. The outrages in Germany, 
wicked and barbarous as they un- 
doubtedly are, are no less tragic than 
the horrifying spectacles of years of 
bloody and unbloody martyrdom in 
Mexico, Russia and leftist Spain.” 

Mgr. Fulton J. Sheen of Catholic 
University, prominent Church 
spokesman, preaching at the annual 
Pan-American Mass in St. Patrick’s 
Church, Washington, D. C., on No- 
vember 24, before many Church dig- 
nitaries, including His Excellency, 
Amleto Cicognani, Papal Delegate 
to the United States, protested: “On 
the basis of humanitarianism pure 
and simple, is a non-Aryan living 
in Hamburg any less precious than 
a non-Red living in Barcelona? .. 
Why has there been no protest in 
America against the murder of 12,- 
000 Religious in Spain and against 
the slaughter of 200,000 Catholic 
non-combatants in Spain... ? If we 
are lovers of humanity, then why not 
universal sympathy?” 

Arnold Lunn, a British Catholic 
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and Franco enthusiast, speaking at 
the Pittsburgh Community Forum 
on December 5, 1938, said: “How 
this great country is in a ferment of 
indignation when Jews are perse- 
cuted, and how they allow the perse- 
cution of Catholics to go unnoticed!” 
Archbishop Mitty of San Francisco 
and Bishop Noll of Fort Wayne, 
Indiana, also gave out this “line,” 
although the analogy attempted by 
the Franco Front between the Nazi 
persecution of the Jews and the 
situation of the Catholic Church in 
Spain was utterly dishonest. It was 
a mere propaganda “line” of the 
moment but it is significant that on 
December 8, 1938, at a luncheon of 
the New York State Economic 
Council, chaired by Merwin K. Hart, 
Martin Dies gave the “line” saying, 
“I condemn the treatment of the 
Jews in Germany, but I likewise ask 
the government to condemn the 
massacre of millions of Christians in 
Russia and Spain.” Added signifi- 
cance is given to the “line” when it 
is seen that in pursuance of it the 
Christian Front, always anti-Semitic, 
now really went into action, putting 
pressure on the Jews in the streets 
of New York City. While selling 
Social Justice and The Tablet, they 
took every opportunity to insult 
passing Jews. When radio station 


WMCA refused to broadcast Cough- 
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lin unless he submitted a script in 
advance, the Christian Front formed 
a picket line every Sunday afternoon, 
marching with anti-Semitic signs. 
After the embargo fight had been 
won, the anti-Semitic agitation con- 
tinued. Mayor LaGuardia, comment- 
ing on the “Christian Front and kin- 
dred organizations,” said, “Speak- 
ers invariably indulged in inciting 
racial hatreds, condemning in abu- 
sive and very often obscene lan- 
guage, high officials of the United 
States Government, state and city.” 
Why should they not strike back? 
Were they not being persecuted? 
And not only in Spain, Russia and 
Mexico, but here in New York City 
by the Reds—or Jews, which was 
the same thing. So they were told. 
At a most propitious time in the 
embargo fight, the Catholic press 
around New York City picked up a 
story which had all the earmarks of 
the work of agents provocateurs. 
“Catholic Church in Manhattan 
Smeared by Reds,” “Persecution 
Is in Open,” “Barcelonian Attacks on 
Religion Are Transferred to 14th 
Street,” screamed the front-page 
headlines of the Brooklyn Tablet on 
December 31, 1938. America, organ 
of the Jesuits, ran an article on Janu- 
ary 7, 1939, called “Red Spain Tac- 
tics on Fourteenth Street,’ which 
chiefly dealt with the efforts of New 


March 


York’s Spanish colony, ninety per 
cent pro-Loyalist, to picket a Span- 
ish store that dealt in Franco’s mer- 
chandise. This was reprinted as a 
pamphlet and 14,000 copies were dis- 
tributed in five days. 

The Tablet article read in part: 

“The culmination of a bitter at- 
tack against liberty and religion 
occurred at Our Lady of Guadulupe 
Church, 229 West 14th Street, Man- 
hattan, a week ago last Sunday. 
When the sexton went to open the 
church for early Mass, each door 
had the Communist insignia, ham- 
mer and sickle, drawn over it with 
a liquid similar to paint. The pastor 
of the church, Rev. Casseain Dubast, 
A.A., with the cooperation of some 
laymen, had the doors cleaned off. 
On the steps of the edifice were 
Spanish ‘Loyalist’ leaflets. The per- 
petrators of the misdeeds were Com- 
munists favoring the Spanish Reds 
and thus using the opportunity to 
vent their rage against religion. Be- 
fore the attack on the church a 
series of events occurred on 14th 
Street, which bears testimony to the 
fact that parts of Manhattan are 
replicas of Barcelona. Free speech, 
the right of liberty and religious 
freedom are denied in a drive against 
Christianity. Persecution so often 
decried in Nazi Germany seems to 
be in vogue here.” 
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This story of “Barcelonian” at- 
tacks on Roman Catholic Churches 
in New York City became a stock 
part of every Christian Front speech 
for the next year, embellished with 
details to fit the speaker’s imagina- 
tion. 

George E. Deatherage, national 
commander of a Fascist group called 
the Knights of the White Camellia, 
showed how far this story had gone 
when he told the Dies Committee 
on May 23, 1939, that “one more de- 
facing of a Catholic Church in New 
York will mean 750,000 Irishmen on 
the rampage.” 

A correspondent of The Tablet 
writes in that journal on February 
17, 1940: “Certainly the Christian 
Fronters saw the beginnings of the 
same chaotic condition [as in Spain | 
in America and especially in their 
own state and city. Churches have 
been smeared and desecrated in 
New York City. Schools have been 
filled with Red teachers belonging to 
Red unions and creating Red pupils. 
New York City has its share of 
Communists and fellow travellers in 
government who create and coddle 
the Communists of the city. What is 
true of the city is true many times 
more of the federal government only 
500 of whose Red employees were 
exposed by the Dies Committee. 
Judging from my knowledge, 
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America is fast approaching the 
state of Azana-Zamorra [sic] Spain 
and New York the state of Barce- 
lona with its Red council.” 

There is an analogy between 
Spain just before their revolt and 
New York City today but it is not 
the one so imaginatively drawn by 
The Tablet’s correspondent. The 
analogy lies in the deliberate provo- 
cation of public disorders and the 
appeals to violence by people work- 
ing within the Catholic political 
orbit—features of both scenes. Pre- 
paratory to the Spanish revolt, a 
small group of Spanish Fascists, 
known as the Spanish Phalanx, led 
by José Antonio Primo de Rivera 
and Onésimo Redondo Ortega, col- 
laborating with conspirators in the 
army and Catholic political leaders, 
set out to create by means of street 
riots and alley murders a state of 
public disorder which would dis- 
credit the government and pave the 
way for the militarists to take over to 
“preserve law and order.” Even 
churches were burned by the fol- 
lowers of José Antonio in order to 
discredit the government. (Martin 
Bldsquez tells of the burning of the 
Church of San Luis in Madrid and 
José Bergamin tells of another case 
of incendiarism by agents provoca- 
teurs.) Today the name of José 
Antonio is chiseled into the walls of 
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Spanish cathedrals and his prison 
cell is being transformed into a 
Catholic chapel. 

This man now being honored by 
the Catholic Church—and by the 
Franco Front in the United States 
—in a now famous speech made on 
October 29, 1933, a speech which 
was to become a Falangist manifesto 
and the date a Franco-decreed holi- 
day—listed the aims of the Phalanx 
and then declaimed: “And we want, 
finally, to state that if these can be 
achieved only by violence, then we 
will not hesitate to use violence. 
Who has decreed that when they out- 
rage our feelings, rather than react as 
men, we are obliged to be amiable? 
Very well, yes, logic as the first instru- 
ment of persuasion. But there is no 
other argument admissible than the 
argument of fists and pistols when 
justice or the Motherland is of- 
fended.” 

Before the elections of February 
16, 1936, he publicly declared, while 
a candidate for office, that the 
Phalanx would not respect the elec- 
toral returns. He and his followers 
were overwhelmingly repudiated by 
the voters of Spain. He and other 
leaders of the Phalanx were arrested 
on March 14, 1936, and locked up on 
the charge of illegal possession of 
firearms. From the prison he con- 
tinued his part in the conspiracy and 
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from the prison at Alicante on July 
15 threatened General Mola that if 
Mola did not order the rising, he, 
José Antonio, would do it from 
prison. The rising came and a mil- 
lion lives, at least, were lost, in- 
cluding the lives of priests, many of 
whom had dabbled in political con- 
spiracy. 

Throughout the spring of 1936, in 
Spain, the pistoleros of José Antonio 
and Onésimo Redondo deliberately 
created disorder in the streets of 
Spain. The official Falangist life of 
Onésimo Redondo describes these 
activities as follows: “While the 
other political groups stayed shut up 
prudently at home, the Phalanx 
eagerly went out into the streets. 
For the Phalanx, any motive was 
sufficient: on April 6, some hundreds 
of comrades organized a tumultuous 
demonstration on the Acera (Valla- 
dolid), causing serious incidents and 
some arrests.” When the Spanish 
Government tried to check this wave 
of violence by measures that we now 
know to have been too mild, the 
Phalanx cried “Persecution!” And 
in “Onésimo Redondo” we read that 
“the Phalanx, faced with persecu- 
tion, decided on war without quar- 
ter: our comrades with skill and 
daring manufactured bombs, which 
were left in different places, such as 
the Police Station, the Union Head- 
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quarters, private homes and the 
houses of the leaders of the Popular 
Front. . . . The Phalanx did not 
draw back from the struggle, and 
two days after the strike answered 
it by placing bombs in the homes of 
outstanding Marxists. ... Even in the 
towns the Phalanx fought. Com- 
munists’ meetings were constantly 
interrupted by the comrades of our 
local organization. Clashes between 
the Trade Unions and the Phalanx 
became daily occurrences. In Geria, 
because our comrades frustrated the 
Reds, almost forty of our best com- 
rades were arrested by a false de- 
nunciation. In Olmedo, on June 11, 
there was a scuffle and our com- 
rades killed two socialists and eleven 
of our men were arrested. In Alaejos, 
on June 13, three comrades were 
arrested after a clash with the Com- 
munists, but we replied by placing 
a bomb. In Pefiafiel, after provoca- 
tion, a Falangist killed one of the 
most outstanding Marxists of the 
town. .. . In Madrid, in the daily 
struggles in the street, we suffered 
losses, but our reprisals were also 
effective and certain; one of the most 
prominent enemies of the Phalanx, 
Lieutenant Castillo, fell, his body 
riddled by our just bullets. In all the 
other provinces, rare was the day 
when the Phalanx did not take 
action in that muffled civil war 
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which it was fighting, and it alone, 
against a State that had declared it- 
self a foe of Fascism.” 

Put alongside the quotation above 
from José Antonio, Father Cough- 
lin’s words of July 30, 1939: “Never- 
theless, the Christian way is the 
peaceful way until, all argument hav- 
ing failed, there is left no other way 
but the way of defending ourselves 
against the invaders of our spiritual 
and national rights—Franco’s way.” 
Put alongside the activities of the 
Spanish Phalanx the activities of the 
Christian Front. José Antonio, 
Franco, men who created a wave of 
civil violence, and brought on a war 
that cost at least a million lives, are 
the heroes of the new Catholic 
Spain. They are the heroes of the 
Franco Front, of the Christian 
Front. They are not healthy heroes 
for the citizens of any democracy. 
The picture of conditions in the 
United States that is being so sedu- 
lously falsified by Dies, Hart, Cur- 
ran, Coughlin, Scanlan and their 
associates in the Franco Front is not 
a healthy picture. It is not surprising 
that people who have been listening 
to, and believing in, the tales of the 
Franco Front for the past three years 
should see with unhealthy vision but 
one desperate, bloody way out —the 
Franco way. Is that what the Franco 
Front intended? 


I RESENT! 


By ROY TOZIER 


—“Tronically, a religious organization 


has succeeded in converting me to barbarism.” 


RESENT the Catholic Church. But 
| what is more important, I resent 
the fact that I resent the Catholic 
Church. Let me explain! 

I grew up in a Kansas town 
where, when I was in the process of 
growing up, the membership of the 
Ku Klux Klan was hardly less 
numerous than the combined con- 
gregations of the local Protestant 
Churches. Sure it 
was a racket, but 
what of it? The 
Klansmen didn’t 
think so, and 
neither did their 
wives who be- 
longed to the ladies’ auxiliary. They 
joined the Klan for two reasons: 
first, they could exercise their gre- 
garious instincts as pleasantly as 
though they belonged to the Odd 
Fellows or the Rebeccas, and, second, 
they hated the Catholics. They 
always called them “dirty Catho- 
lics.” 

I was pretty young then, but I 
didn’t like the idea. When a favorite 
relative joined the Klan, I was 
ashamed. Even as a boy I knew, 


tion. 


By its actions during the past 
three years the Catholic Church 
has caused me to question sert- 
ously whether it deserves protec- 


probably by instinct, that most peo- 
ple inherit their loyalties: politics, 
nationality, social position and, par- 
ticularly, religion. I used to go swim- 
ming with a couple of Catholic boys, 
and I knew they were Catholics for 
the same reason I was a Methodist. 
They couldn’t help it because they 
were red-headed and freckle-faced, 
either. Kids understand those things 
sometimes. 

I remember one 
Saturday night I 
saw a cross burn- 
ing on a hill not 
far from town. 
The next morning 
I read in the paper that two men 
had been tarred and feathered. They 
were Catholics. They were guilty of 
the crime of having been seen fre- 
quently in the company of two Prot- 
estant girls. 

That cross burned its image into 
my mind. Without thinking very 
much about it, I made up my mind 
that I would fight bullies, whether 
they were persons or groups. 

It has been more than fifteen years 
since I saw a cross burning in 
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Kansas, but I never forgot. When I 
was a youngster I got black eyes, be- 
cause I made it my business when 
some big kid shouted “‘fish-eater” at 
a smaller kid from the parochial 
school. (They were always smaller.) 
After I grew up and went into this 
business of writing, I got used to 
black eyes of another sort—the sort 
editors give you when they figure 
out you must be a radical, because 
you don’t like to see someone kick 
the underdog. 

After a time I stopped going to 
church, probably because I liked 
music well enough to dislike hearing 
the congregation sing “Brighten the 
Corner Where You Are.” But I had 
a religion of sorts. It was the sort of 
religion that caused me to defend 
the rights of minorities, no matter 
what the minority happened to be. 
It must have seemed ridiculous to 
wiser persons, but I was forever cast- 
ing myself in the role of a modern 
St. George and going out to do 
battle with that dangerous dragon, 
the Majority. 

That’s why I resent the Catholic 
Church. By its actions during the 
past three years it has caused me to 
question seriously whether it de- 
serves protection. I have begun to 
wonder if, perhaps, there isn’t some- 
thing to be said for the dragon. 

It is not easy to find the begin- 
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ning of a thing as abstract as an 
attitude. I cannot point to a par- 
ticular day on the calendar and say 
that is the day when I became skepti- 
cal of the Catholic Church. Nor can 
I isolate a specific incident and say 
that is the reason for my skepticism. 
But the incident, whatever it was, 
occurred during the early days of the 
Spanish War. 

I had been happy for the Spanish 
people when in 1931 the monarchy 
of Alphonso was replaced by repre- 
sentative government. I knew, of 
course, that a republic is not a per- 
fect instrument of government. The 
Spanish people made a mistake, I 
thought, in the elections of 1933; 
but they corrected that mistake at 
the polls in 1936. But whether right 
or wrong, they were choosing for 
themselves. That was the important 
thing. 

When the war came in July, 1936, 
I assumed, as did people smarter 
than myself, that it was a rebellion 
of the officers in the regular army. 
But Juan March soon made it clear 
that big business—what there was 
of it—was involved; and the Duke 
of Alba and his aristocratic fellows 
shortly assumed their share of the 
responsibility. But equally guilty in 
this crime against the people of 
Spain, perhaps more so, was the 
Catholic Church. As the weeks 
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passed, it became increasingly ap- 
parent that the Catholic Church 
was making war upon Spanish 
Catholics. And Spaniards, almost 
without exception, are Catholics. 
At first it seemed incredible that 
the church would throw its support 
to the rebel, Franco, who was lead- 
ing an army consisting almost 
wholly of mercenaries against his 
people. I did not have to probe very 


deeply into Spanish history to find 
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came apparent. The Catholic Church 
refused to concede to the Spanish 
Republic that which had been de- 
manded, and secured, by every other 
in what is known 
euphemistically as the civilized 
world. Faced with the choice of war 
or the loss of its feudal privileges— 


government 


it chose war! 

Had the Spanish War remained 
a Spanish affair, I might have dis- 
tinguished between Catholicism and 


the reason. the Spanish hier- 

Before the peo- The nadir in decency was not archy, but the 
ple wished Al- reached until after the execution church lost no 
phonso “bon voy- of the Spanish Republic, when time in interna- 


age,” I discovered, 
the state had paid 
the salaries of 40,- 
000 priests. The 
Republic divorced the state from the 
church. (Other nations had done the 
same thing without provoking a 
“religious war.) Church property, 
other than churches, was national- 
ized. (France did the same thing 30 
years earlier.) Until 1931 the church 
maintained a dictatorship over edu- 
cation—with the rather startling re- 
sult that 45 per cent of the Spanish 
people could neither read nor write. 
Until the first year of the Republic, 
blasphemy was a crime, and not 
until that year was the Inquisition 
formally abolished. 

The motive for the “holy war” be- 


the Pope thanked a group of rebel 
soldiers for having saved Chris- 
tian civilization. 


tionalizing the 
war. Our own 
Cardinal Hayes 
instructed the 
New York diocese to support 
Franco. An American Jesuit, Father 
Thorning, condoned the slaughter 
of civilians in Barcelona. Patrick 
Scanlan, editor of the odorous 
Brooklyn Tablet, had the effrontery 
to deny that Franco was guilty of 
such atrocities. Nearly every Catholic 
publication in the United States, as 
well as an overwhelming majority 
of the clergy, supported the Franco 
rebellion with words and dollars 
and prayers. 

However, the nadir in decency 
was not reached until after the exe- 


cution of the Spanish Republic, when 
the Pope thanked a group of rebel 
soldiers for having saved Christian 
civilization. 

Well, “Christian civilization” was 
saved. At least, the Catholic Church 
has regained the feudal privileges it 
was denied by a democratic people. 
But the Republic was destroyed, and 
the people of Spain are held in the 
grip of Clerical 
Fascism—for the 
time being. 

I am very much 
concerned 
the Spanish peo- 
ple, but, since I 
possess my quota 
of selfishness, I 


am more 


about 


con- the Jews. 
cerned about my- 

self. I don’t like what happens to 
me when I think of what happened 
to Spain. I get mad—just plain mad! 
I want to do something about it. All 
my life I have believed that nations 
can solve their internal difficulties at 
the polls, but in the light of what has 
happened during the past three 
years I have been forced to con- 
clude that the Spanish people will 
regain their freedom only when they 
have purchased it on the battlefield. 
I’d like to help them do something 
about it, and I wouldn’t care very 


I have heard that priestly voice 
advocate that American industry 
and government be reorganized 
according to the pattern of the 
corporate state, which is the basis 
of Italian Fascism. I have heard 
that voice, hate-laden and obscene, 
attack a minority religious group, 
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much if a few clergymen got in the 
way. 

That’s one of the reasons why I 
resent the Catholic Church. It hasn’t 
the right to destroy my faith in the 
democratic processes any more than 
it has the right to make me feel that 
I would welcome violence. Ironi- 
cally, a religious organization has 
succeeded in converting me to bar- 
barism. 

But Spain 
doesn’t tell the 
whole story. Here 
in the United 
States there is a 
gentleman by the 
name of Charles 
Edward Coughlin, 
who, 
priestly headquar- 
ters at the Shrine 
of the Little Flower, is trying in 
his own inimitable way to estab- 
lish a native version of Clerical 
Fascism. Each Sunday his voice is 
heard by 4,500,000 persons. Each 
Saturday his magazine, Social Jus- 


from his 


tice, enters nearly a million homes. 

I have heard that priestly voice 
advocate that American industry 
and government be reorganized ac- 
cording to the pattern of the cor- 
porate state, which is the basis of 
Italian Fascism. I have heard that 
voice, hate-laden and obscene, attack 
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a minority religious group, the Jews. 
I was listening one Sunday after- 
noon when the peace-loving priest 
threatened to fight his opponents “in 
Franco’s way.” I have heard him 
misquote existing documents and 
quote non-existent documents. 

I have listened in anger and con- 
tempt, and always I have wondered 
rather fearfully what percentage of 
that vast radio audience was being 
sold the priest’s bill of goods. 

Father Coughlin has been even 
more outspoken in Social Justice 
than in his radio addresses. In his 
magazine, which would be a credit 
to the German Ministry of Propa- 
ganda and Public Enlightenment, 
the priest has defended German ag- 
gression in Austria and Czechoslo- 
vakia, Italian imperialism in Ethi- 
opia and Albania, Japan’s rape of 
China. He has eulogized Hitler and 
Mussolini as disciples of peace. He 
has defended Germany’s anti-Semi- 
tism and Italy’s racism. 

During the past year I have 
watched Father Coughlin’s program 
of hate and intolerance bear its bitter 
fruit: the Christian Front, a fascist 
gang which has acknowledged the 
priest as its Fuehrer. I have listened 
to Christian Front speakers threaten 
to “hang a Jew from every tele- 
phone pole.” I have been a witness 
when these Coughlinites perpetrated 
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scenes of violence worthy of Hitler’s 
Brownshirts. Once I was ejected 
(and by ejected, I mean thrown 
out) from a mass meeting because, 
in my capacity as a newspaper man, 
I dared take notes on what was 
being said. 

So it came as no surprise when I 
read that the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation had arrested 17 mem- 
bers of the Christian Front for hav- 
ing conspired to overthrow the 
United States government by force. 
These conspirators, it was alleged, 
planned to assassinate a dozen or so 
liquidate all Jews, 
bomb two newspapers and a theater, 


congressmen, 


take over a customs house and the 
Federal Reserve System, and estab- 
lish a dictatorship. 


It was fantasticl—or so thought 
millions of Americans, who won- 
dered how 17 men proposed to over- 
come the resistance of the 18,000 
policemen in the metropolitan area. 
But to me it was not so fantastic, 
because I knew these 17 were but an 
infinitesimal part of an organiza- 
tion whose membership is numbered 
by the tens of thousands. Further, 
I remembered the Christian Front’s 
boast that its membership roles in- 
clude more than 3,000 New York 
policemen. 


It is not only Catholic laymen 


1940 


who have enlisted in the Coughlin 
hundreds of Catholic 


clergymen await der Tag as impa- 


crusade; 


tiently as do their communicants. 
The Sunday following the arrests, 
when I heard Father Coughlin tell 
4,500,000 Americans that he took 
his stand with the conspirators, “be 
they guilty or be they innocent,” I, 
too, was tempted to resort to that 
well known Franco method. There 
are millions who, in spite of them- 
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selves, feel as I do, and for that I am 
sorry. 

Yes, I resent the fact that the 
Catholic Church has angered me to 
the point that I am willing to re- 
nounce my philosophy of tolerance. 
But there is something I resent even 
more: the fact that I must have ap- 
peared ridiculous in my defense of 
minorities, just because they were 
minorities. 

No man likes to be a fool—and be 
caught in the act. 


Notwithstanding all the perfection and happi- 
ness of the paradisiacal state, it was never designed to be 
the permanent state of mankind, but to introduce that 
which was to be so; as plainly appears by the event; 
unless we can imagine the creator so little acquainted 
with his own works, as to find his purposes baffled at 
first setting out; and as some have very unwarily repre- 
sented him, necessitated by this accident to have re- 
course to a new remedial law, which should supply the 
defects, and thereby set aside the old one, which perfect 
wisdom had at first seen fit to establish. 


—Rosert RiccaLToun, 


FRANCIS P. MORAN—BOSTON 
FRONTIST 


—Whose Committee for the Defense of American Constitutional Rights is a 
Boston false front for the Christian Front. 


By DONALD G. LOTHROP 


I should like to say a word. You, Francis P. Moran, spoke at my 
church last week; tonight I should like to speak at your meeting. 

When you were a guest at my church you expressed your point of 
view to a group of disbelievers. Now I ask that you give me the same 
privilege and allow me to present to your believers some facts, irrefutable 
facts that they may not know. That is the essence of democracy. If you are 
Americans who believe in democracy you will listen. 

First, I want to say that as a Christian minister I resent the use of the 
name “Christian Front” by so un-Christian a group. Your teachings are 
completely at variance with the teachings of the man whose name you use 
in vain. Specifically: 

I disagree with you when you say that your Boston Christian Front 
is not a part and parcel of the New York Christian Front, 17 of whose 
leaders are now in jail because of revolutionary activities against the gov- 
ernment of the U. S. 

I disagree with you when you say that the Christian Front is not 
associated with Father Coughlin and the doctrines which he spreads. 

I disagree with you when you say you are not anti-Semitic. You 
have said the Jews are eligible to membership in your organization. Never- 


theless in your own printed prospectus there appears, under the heading 
“Membership,” the following: 


“Americans who agree with the purposes of the organization as defined 
below and who are willing to dedicate themselves to the preservation and further- 
ance of these purposes and principles are eligible to membership provided that they 
be male, Christian and citizen either by birth or naturalization.” 


You have publicly stated that your organization is not connected with 
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the New York Christian Front, 17 of whose members are now in jail. 
Nevertheless your prospectus, a copy of which I have in my hand, is 
identical with the prospectus used by the New York Christian Front of 
which John Cassidy is the leader. The only difference in the two prospectuses 
is that the New England headquarters are listed as being at the “Copley 
Square Hotel, Boston, Mass.,” whereas the New York address is listed as 
“Post Office Box 69, Station G, New York City.” 

You say that you are not associated with Father Coughlin. Never- 
theless Father Coughlin has endorsed you and your organization and has 
sent his assistant, Father Keating, to speak before you at one of the open 
meetings in Boston at which you, Francis P. Moran, presided. 

In Social Justice Magazine of August 14, 1939, on page 6, Father 
Coughlin writes: 

“JT support a Christian Front whose advertised principles and whose officers 
propose to defend Christianity against the unjust aggressions of anti-Christian 


forces, even though some members of the Christian Front will be deserving, by 
reason of their ill-advised actions, of just criticism.” 


On November 20, 1939, on page 12 of Social Justice, among the 
correct answers to questions, Father Coughlin gives the following advice to 
the Christian Front: 


“Question No. 47. What is Father Coughlin’s most emphatic advice to the 
Christian Front? 


Correct Answer—Meet force with force as a last resort.” 


In the issue of July 31, 1939, banner headlines on the cover of Social 
Justice proclaim the growth of the Christian Front organization and on 
page 3 there appears the following story: 


“New York—Out of hectic events in New York and along the Eastern 
Seaboard during the last six months there is emerging a highly organized and 
rapidly growing militant Christian Front. 

This inevitable counteraction to Communism, so forcefully manifested in 
European countries, is taking concrete form in the Eastern states and is marching 
forward to a predicted membership of 5 millions in 1940. 

Organized along militant lines, as a defense mechanism against Red 
activities and as a protector of Christianity and Americanism, the Christian 
Front is spreading from Greater New York into Philadelphia, Boston and other 
Eastern centers.” 
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At your meeting in Hibernian Hall in Roxbury on December 11, 
1939, you were addressed by Henry Sullivan, a contributor to Social Justice 
Magazine. 

At the meeting in the Boston Arena on Tuesday night, October 24, 
1939, at which you, Francis P. Moran, presided, one of the principal 
speakers was John Cassidy, the leader of the New York Christian Front, 
who is now in jail. At that meeting, held under the auspices of the Com- 
mittee for the Defense of American Constitutional Rights, a false front for 
the Christian Front, John Cassidy, introduced by you as national director of 
the Christian Front, started off his speech with a tribute to Father Coughlin, 
calling him “the greatest leader that America has today.” 

At the conclusion of Cassidy’s speech you attempted to justify the 
Christian Front in the minds of your more conservative followers. You were 
beginning to feel that the violence of the Christian Front and its very un- 
Christianity caused them to waver in their devotion. It was then that you 
said “Now after hearing John Cassidy, I wonder if you think that Cassidy 
and the Christian Front are radical, or whether you don’t agree and always 
have agreed with his expressed principles.” 

Think back, Francis P. Moran, back to that evening when you 
proudly announced that Mr. Shephard of the Colonial network had prac- 
tically concluded arrangements to keep Father Coughlin on his radio net- 
work. Think back how you insinuated to your audience that you had gotten 
this information from none other than Father Coughlin himself. 

Even if you are un-Christian, un-American, the right of free speech 
gives you certain privileges in this country which I would be the last one 
to deny to you, but it is proper that your members, that the public at large, 
should know who you are and whom you associate with. Your local Chris- 
tian Front is a branch of the National Christian Front, led by Cassidy. Your 
group, as well as the National group, is anti-Semitic and your group has 
been associated with and received the endorsement of Father Coughlin. 
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By LAWRENCE A. FERNSWORTH—A Roman Catholic views the 


HE recent appointment of an 

American diplomatic represen- 
tative to the Vatican under the guise 
of a personal agent of the President 
is a political event which must con- 
cern every American citizen whether 
Catholic or not. 

There are some disconcerting 
things about the proceedings which 
need to be cleared up. The press has 
sidestepped the is- 
sue, mindful no 
doubt of a minor- 
ity pressure group 
which makes 
things unpleasant 
for it whenever it fact. 
attempts to be 
frank with its readers on subjects as 
to which those readers are entitled to 
frankness. That is a pity. Persons 
who cherish the ideals of a free press 
as the safeguard of American free- 
dom cannot feel very happy about 
it. 

There are portents that this ap- 
pointment is not quite so simple a 
thing as the mere appointment of a 
personal peace envoy, but rather that 
it is the product of extensive nego- 
tiations behind, the scenes. What 


Some of Europe’s most effective 
challengers of the political power 
of the Church have been Catho- 
lics who renounced not one jot of 
their spiritual heritage by that 


Taylor appointment. 


were those negotiations about? What 
the understandings in which they 
found issue? The American public 
is not informed and it is entitled to 
know. At the same time one reads 
that there is just being completed in 
the ambassadorial zone of Washing- 
ton one of the finest and most pala- 
tial of ambassadorial residences 
meant to house the Vatican’s diplo- 
matic staff, official 
or unofficial. What 
is the meaning of 
that in relation to 
this newest devel- 
opment? And, 
most  disconcert- 
ing of all, one 
reads that this “personal” envoy of 
His Excellency the President, is to 
have official status as an ambassador 
at the Vatican. 

The real significance of this “per- 
sonal” appointment lies in the fact 
that it is a first overt step toward the 
formal extension of the political fron- 
tier of the Catholic Church to the 
North American hemisphere, and 
that this frontier henceforth is in- 
tended to lie, not at the American 
border but within and co-extensive 
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with the United States itself. This 
is a process as old as the history of 
Christian civilization. In early Chris- 
tian days it reached a high point of 
success when the Church absorbed 
the decaying Roman state. To do so 
it had leaned on that pagan adven- 
turer and patricide, Constantine, 
who in turn used the Church as his 
instrument in an attempt to prop 
up a decaying political power whose 
fortunes were no 

longer secure in 

the hands of old 

gods. What a 

pity that the 

Church has _ so 

often made alli- 

ances with bloody 

handed men to 

advance ‘“‘interests” 
hardly the spiritual interests of it- 
self or its followers. One after an- 
other the Church found new fron- 
tiers and one after another it lost 
them. In Easterly lands, in Africa 
and finally in Western Europe, it 
followed similar trajectories of rise 
and recession. The latest struggle 
was Spain, where the Church stood 
complacent in the face of the deaths 


Vatican. 


which were 


of thousands upon thousands because 
beyond those fields of death lay the 
goal of an old frontier re-established. 
That this frontier of Spain has 


It ts disquieting to be informed 
from the Vatican that, notwith- 
standing the President's disclaim- 
ers to the contrary, his “personal of the 
representative’ is being given the 
status of an Ambassador at the ics who re 
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been at length re-built is by no means 
assured. 

But our America is a new world 
and a rather naive world, not very 
well versed in those political ma- 
noeuvers and intrigues of which your 
European citizen, which in the ma- 
jority of cases means your European 


Catholic, knows as well as the aver- _ 


age intelligent child knows his 
A.B.C.’s. It is interesting to note 
that some of Eu- 
rope’s most effec- 
tive challengers of 
the political power 
Church 
have been Catho- 


nounced not one 

jot of their spir- 

itual heritage by that fact. Here in 
America this right of Catholics to 
oppose the errors of “men liable to 
error” in the persons of their clergy 
and bishops misusing their power, 
(betraying their trusts one is some- 
times so tempted to say of some of 
them) is not yet well understood. 
American church leaders would have 
American Catholic laymen believe 
that the exercise of this right is 
anathema. It is not. But the com- 
placency of Catholic laymen is nec- 
essary to the success of their plans. 
A sad fact which Catholics as well 
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as Protestants may know from their 
histories is that the pretention of the 
Church to political power has in one 
land after another disturbed the 
peace of those lands. Herein lies the 
danger for America: that its peace 
stands in peril of being profoundly 
disturbed—as much disturbed it has 
been already—by this political in- 
trusion. And herein to this writer it 
seems lies the duty of Catholics, both 
as American citizens and as Catho- 
lics, to raise their voices against a 
program fraught with such deplor- 
able possibilities for America—their 
America. 

For Catholics who would like to 
see their Church emerging at length 
as a great spiritual force upholding 
all that is Christian and abjuring all 
else, opposition has another supreme 
importance. From not one of these 
political contests has the Church 
failed in the end to emerge with lost 
credit in the eyes of men, and spat- 
tered with blood and with mud. 
No Catholic who loves his Church 
cares to see it suffering so, as the 
result of the intrigues and errors of 
unreliable leaders abusing their 
power. And when he opposes these 
leaders and their intrigues he most 
truly is defending his Church. 

In discussing the Church’s latest 
manoeuvers vis-a-vis America let the 
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issues be clearly defined. We are not 
discussing and so are not criticizing 
the Roman Catholic Church as a 
spiritual institution, looking to 
Christ as its founder, believing and 
practising the sermon on the mount 
and its message of meekness and 
mercy and peace and of good will to 
men. Nor are we discussing the 
Head of that Church as a spiritual 
leader—insofar as he may prove him- 
self such... . It is only at the point 
where the Church or it. Head may 
be found to be something else than 
spiritual that this discussion begins. 
What is here in question is a po- 
litical state called the Vatican City 
of which the political head is Pope 
Pius XII. It is out of consideration 
of the Vatican City’s claim to be a 
state, and of its head’s claim to be a 
statesman—i.e., a political personage, 
that we are sending to his court a 
diplomatic envoy. This political 
character of Pius XII was well un- 
derstood by the British government, 
for example, when it recently in- 
quired of him, as it would have in- 
quired of any other foreign states- 
man under similar circumstances, 
whether certain statements of his 
implied any criticism of the allies’ 
war aims. And it was as a political 
personage that Pius XII entered his 
denial. (New York Times, Jan. 17.) 
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If then it is necessary critically 
to discuss this political power and its 
chief political representative, let the 
criticism be as forthright as it would 
be if any other political power or 
leader were in question. Catholic 
apologists who have approvingly 
spoken of this new arrangement 
have done so precisely on the 
grounds that there is question of a 
temporal state, of its government and 
of its chief executive officer in the 
person of Pope 
Pius XII. They 
have indignantly 
denied that the es- 
tablishing of diplo- 
matic relations 
with them consti- 
tuted an unseemly 
recognition of a 
religious body or impaired the Amer- 
ican principle of separation of 
Church and State. They cannot very 
well cavil, then, or raise the cry of 
irreverence toward spiritual institu- 
tions and personages, if one take 
them at their word. Nor can they 
claim for the Vatican and the Pope 
immunity from criticism on the 
ground that they are the symbols of 
things spiritual. 

Granted, then, that in theory we 
are treating with political institu- 
tions and personages, there still 
question which is 


Vatican. 


remains a 


It is disquieting to be informed 
from the Vatican that, notwith- 
standing the President's disclaim- 
ers to the contrary, his “personal 
representative’ is being given the 
status of an Ambassador at the 
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the main question here, namely: 

“To what extent is the Vatican in 
fact a state entitled to international 
recognition and a place among po- 
litical powers? Par consequent. To 
what extent is its ruling head entitled 
to political recognition for himself?” 

But before proceeding to this 
main question let us consider that 
lack of clarity about what has been 
going on at Washington, as to which 
there was reference in the beginning. 

It is disquieting 
to be informed 
from the Vatican 
that, notwith- 
standing the Presi- 
dent’s disclaimers 
to the contrary, 
his “personal rep- 
resentative” is be- 
ing given the status of an Ambassa- 
dor at the Vatican. Are we to 
understand that at the Vatican there 
is being forced upon us the main- 
tenance of an ambassador by the 
procedure of a fait accompli, whether 
or not we wish it? Is such procedure 
considered correct international eti- 
quette? How does it harmonize with 
the President’s presentation of the 
matter? And if his own explanations 
are, as they appear to be, in earnest, 
may we not expect him to disavow 
this procedure of the Vatican’s po- 
litical intriguers? 
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Furthermore, since it is our gov- 
ernment’s declared intention not to 
enter into diplomatic relations with 
the Vatican, and since Catholic 
spokesmen at Washington have like- 
wise—although not very consistently 
—denied that such is their drift, may 
the Papal delegate not be asked to 
explain the meaning of this rather 
ostentatious setting up of a palace 
which all who observe take for 
granted as the next Papal embassy? 
Papal delegates do not need palaces 
within the shadow of the White 
House to represent the spiritual in- 
terests of their church before Catho- 
lics at large. The White House and 
Capitol Hill are hardly the media 
through which to make spiritual 
contact with the children of the 
Church so widely extended through- 
out the land. 

Now as to the question of the 
legitimacy of the Vatican’s demand 
for political recognition. As I have 
always understood it, the envoy of 
one country to another represents 
his country’s citizens, its own and its 
citizen’s property and its political in- 
terests-at-large before the country to 
which he is accredited. 

Who are the citizens or subjects, 
what are the economic and political 
interests that stand needful of repre- 
sentation as between the United 
States of America and the Vatican? 
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We, like many another American, 
should like to know what Americans 
resident within the Vatican City 
need protection and representation 
there by an American diplomat? 
Or what commercial relations have 
we with the Vatican in similar 
need? What political interests-at- 
large? 

Or conversely: 

What “citizens” or “subjects” 
or “interests” of the Vatican are situ- 
ate in America, there needing diplo- 
matic protection and defense? 

As to Catholics in America, if 
they are citizens of the United 
States they have their own govern- 
ment to protect them, while if they 
are not citizens they still have the 
fullest protection of America’s laws, 
in addition to which they enjoy the 
protection of their own country’s 
accredited agents, at least if their 
country is a civilized one. 

And of American Catholics it 
most surely can be said that their 
own sense of loyalty to and pride in 
their country and its institutions of 
government would cause them to 
scorn any suggestion that they have 
need of a foreign political power, 
ie., the Vatican, to defend their 
“interests,” whatever they might be, 
before their own government. 

When one compares this youngest 
and smallest of Europe’s miniature 
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states, created by a pen stroke of 
the Fascist dictator Mussolini in 
1929,—by that fact being perhaps 
the most insecure of the lot—with 
the other miniature states one is 
again perplexed to understand just 
what may be the special conditions 
which require it to have diplomatic 
representation of its own when the 
other states, one and all, find them- 
selves under no such necessity. 

Andorra, with a 
resident popula- 
tion of 5,000, and 
an overflow popu- 
lation of fifteen or 
twenty thousand 
Andorran citizens 
wandering over 
the face of the 
earth, founded, 
not by some passing dictator, but 
a thousand years ago by Charle- 
magne, leaves its diplomatic repre- 
sentation in the hands of France. 

Lichtenstein, 12,000 inhabitants, is 
represented by Switzerland; San 
Marino, 14,000 inhabitants, is repre- 
sented by Italy; Monaco, 25,000 in- 
habitants, is represented by France; 
Luxembourg, 285,000 inhabitants, is 
represented by Belgium, our envoy 
to Belgium being also accredited to 
Luxembourg. 

All these have real, not fictitious 
“citizens” or “subjects.” All have 


The Vatican state, which pretends 
to a full blown recognition of its 
international personality, 1s lack- 
ing in that most elemental requi- of 
site of statehood, namely, the 
quality of “nationality” for its 
inhabitants. A roaming band of 
American Indians has more. 
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real, not fictitious commercial and 
political interests to safeguard. Lux- 
embourg, for instance, is in the top 
brackets of world steel producers, is 
the home of the International Steel 
Cartel and a center of financial op- 
erations. American corporations have 
millions at stake in the political well 
being of Lichtenstein. (See Harper’s 
Magazine, November, 1938.) 

All these are real political entities, 
small states with 
their traditions 
and histories built 
up by the march 
the centuries. 
They do not owe 
their existence to 
a pen stroke which 
could be washed 
out tomorrow. 

Let the not unimpressive popula- 
tions of some of these small states 
now be compared with the 525 in- 
habitants of Vatican City, residing in 
108.7 acres. (My authority for this 
population figure is the 1939 Petit 
Larousse, perhaps the world’s most 
famous small encyclopedias, com- 
pletely revised and reissued annual- 
ly.) Although at best some may enjoy 
dual nationality, all are the nationals 
of other countries. It is a concession to 
say some may enjoy dual nationality 
for the Lateran treaty is silent on the 
point of Vatican nationality and 
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there is no evidence to show that 
even the Pope himself can claim to 
be a “citizen” or “subject” of this 
state or stands divested of his status 
as an Italian national. And even if 
the Vatican City had a few artifi- 
cially created “subjects” it certainly 
has no “nationals” in the common 
meaning of that term—not one. Not 
even the Pope. The family, much 
extolled by the Church as “the cor- 
nerstone of Christian society,” is ab- 
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matic representation before the 
American government whereas other 
small states feel no such need? Or 
why cannot the Vatican’s diplo- 
matic interests, insofar as they may 
be found to exist, stand represented 
at Washington by the Ambassador 
of some other friendly country, just 
as these other small states are con- 
tent that with them it should be? 
And if for that purpose Fascist Italy 
is not to the Vatican’s liking there 


sent from _ this are other friend- 
particular Chris- Are we to understand that here lier countries — 
tian society. The in the very shadow of America’s Catholic Spain, for 
Vatican City, hav- capitol we have an affirmation example. 


ing no nationals, is 
also lacking in the 
possibility of mul- 
tiplying itself by 
natural 
In other words, by contrast with 
those other small states just passed 
in review, the Vatican _ state, 
which pretends to a full blown rec- 
ognition of its international person- 
ality, is lacking in that most ele- 
mental requisite of statehood, 
namely, the quality of “nationality” 
for its inhabitants. A roaming band 
of American Indians has more. 

Wherefore one is again constrained 
to inquire: 

What special interests have these 
525 inhabitants of Vatican City that 
they should require special diplo- 


ment? 
increase. 


that Catholic American citizens 
are subjects of the Pope, with all 
the implications of such a@ state- 


(It is true that 
Catholic Spain 
has lately  sup- 
pressed the pas- 
toral letter of the 
Spanish Primate. But on the other 
hand the Pope has shown a special 
benignity toward that arch liar and 
traitor and murderer, Franco—to the 
scandal of many Catholics who 
would much prefer to see their spir- 
itual leader mete out that same 
measure of condemnation to the 
murderers of Spanish men, women 
and children that he has recently 
meted out to the murderers of Polish 
men, women and children. However 
that may be, and however shocking, 
it is in view of the circumstances to 
be presumed that at the Vatican 
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Franco is still looked upon as the 
same true defender of the faith as 
when murdering children—just as 
Hitler was not seen to be when also 
murdering children—and that his 
government would therefore be 
persona grata for such diplomatic 
representation as the Vatican might 
require at Washington.) 

I now come to another phase of 
this question which stirs up new per- 
plexities and misgivings. 

In the Washington Post of Janu- 
ary 30 I read that the Rev. Wilfred 
Parsons, S.J., dean of the Graduate 
School of Georgetown University, 
speaking before the members of the 
Georgetown University Hospital 
Auxiliary Board, said in approval of 
the appointment, that, 

“The Pope might bring about 
peace ‘because he has subjects in all 
the warring countries.’ ” 

Subjects of the Pope! Are we to 
understand that the Catholics of war- 
ring countries are to be considered 
the subjects of the Pope? And if so, 
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then by implication and definition 
the Catholics of non-warring coun- 
tries—of the United States of 
America, for example? Are we to 
understand that here in the very 
shadow of America’s capitol we have 
an affirmation that Catholic Ameri- 
can citizens are subjects of the Pope, 
with all the implications of such a 
statement? This affirmation opens 
up new and revealing vistas of 
thought in the light whereof the 
present attempt to push the Vatican’s 
political frontiers beyond the Ameri- 
can border line must be pondered 
anew. 

The confession of Pius XII of his 
inability to impress the head of any 
other world power but the President 
in this matter of peace, is a confes- 
sion that his political credit does not 
stand very high. Mr. Roosevelt 
should really be more astute than to 
allow himself to be used as an in- 
strument for bolstering it up—and 
thereby entangling his country in the 
web of Vatican politics. 


The difference between Hitler and ourselves is 
that he knows that the Jewish Christ is the enemy of the 
exclusive community; whereas we prefer to iurn him 
into its patron. 1 think Hitler understands Christ better 


than we do. 


—Grecory VLASTOs. 


RELIGION, RACISM 


AND DEMOCRACY 


By CLAUDE WILLIAMS—“Religion in the South 1s veritable dynamite 


AM A native of the section of our 
| country known especially for its 
suppressive agencies and activities— 
the South. But before I discuss Anti- 
Semitism, Racism and Democracy 
in the South, let me ironically relate 
a bit of personal history. Perhaps this 
will both give a general picture of 
the conditions and 
indicate that these 
remarks come 
from the very 
depths of the area 
about which we 
are thinking. 
Since my_ share- 
cropper childhood 
I have been close 
to the evils which characterize this 
general section—religion, racism, il- 


homogeneous, 


and Caucasian. 


literacy, poverty, etc. 

Religion and_ the 
Party were early defined as the 
only GOOD. Two things were 
emphasized: First, the only way to 
escape the “trials and troubles of 
life” and a worse hell in the next 
world was to “get religion.” This 


“Democrat” 


The people of these states are 
tem peramentally 
and economically. For the most 
part, they are hungry, illiterate, 
rural-workers and little farmers; 
historically divided 
antagonistic racial groups: Negro 


for anti-Semitism.” 


was the one thing—and as far as I 
knew the only thing religion stood 
for. Second, the only way to keep 
from having to associate with “nig- 
gers” and “nigger-loving Yankees” 
was to be a Democrat. This was the 
one thing—and as far as I knew the 
only thing the “Democrat” Party 
stood against. Be- 
ing hungry and 
ragged was “no 
disgrace” if God 
had borned one a 
white and he 
showed his grati- 
tude by joining 
the church. “Us 
kids wuz lucky.” 
Six out of seven of us were biologi- 
cally boys, Democrats, Southern 
Methodist (Gentile) and White. 
The girl would probably take after 
mother and be a Republican and a 
Cumberland Presbyterian. God had 
favored the boys: We were of the 
elect. 

At the graves of children who 
died of flux, starvation or malaria 


into two 
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and of youth who died of typhoid, 
pneumonia or accident, preachers 
said: “The Lord giveth and the 
Lord taketh away. God didn’t want 
this child to suffer the pains and 
sorrows of this life and He took it 
away. It’s saved. And God wants to 
save all of us so we should not get 
too entangled in trying to make a 
living, and with the cares of this 
world.” 

My first plan of 
escape—and to do 
God a favor for 
my good fortune 
of birth—was “to 
obey the Call to 
the Ministry.” In- 
cidentally, a ma- 
ternal uncle made 
as much as ten 
dollars some Sundays 
preaching an hour or two. 

But in my ’teens—and under the 
only Democrat President I had 
known—Villa was overrunning 
Mexico and threatening to overrun 
the United States. Winter was on. 
I had no job, no clothes, and there 
was not room enough nor clothes 


for only 


enough in our house for all of us. 
I postponed saving the world by 
evangelism and joined the army to 
put an end to the Mexican bandit 
and his gang. This was even more 
important than the fued against 


The point 1s that the groundwork 
is being laid to further divide the 
two racial groups to defeat a 
budding liberalism and a grow- 
ing labor movement. Historically, 
psychologically, and economically 
the conditions are ripe for the 
success of such a program. 
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Stout-Galey Republicans of Moth- 
er’s side of the house. 

Before my enlistment was up, 
however, Villa had been forgotten 
and the Kaiser was really threaten- 
ing the democracy of the world. I 
hadn’t learned that there were any 
Democrats in Europe. But this de- 
mocracy was a big new word. And 
I thought it had some connection 
with the Democrat Party. God had 
not permitted me 
to help the rebels 
fight the dam- 
Yankees and nig- 
ger-lovers in the 
Civil War but had 
borned me just 
right to help the 
Democrats fight a 
world war against 
“what was ‘shore-nuff bad.” It 
might be the battle of Gog and 
Magog or that other big word 
that some of the “brought in” 
preachers used. If so, I was lucky 
for the Democrats would be on the 
right side. Now I knew that I was 
one of the elect! 

I stayed in the army until after 
peace was signed—too, things were 
unsettled in civilian life. After the 
Armistice, I applied to go to Siberia 
with the 50th Infantry to stop some 
“awful” people called Bolsheviks 
who had declared war on Heaven 
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and had, or were about to banish 
God from the sky. But the police 
in Boston were revolting against 
law and order, therefore my com- 
pany was kept standing-by for emer- 
gency. 

Returning to civilian life in July, 
1921, I lost no time, September 
finding me in school for the min- 
istry. But at the first state meeting 
of the officialdom of my church, I 
had a run-in with the bureaucracy 
on an issue of democracy for min- 
isterial candidates. 
It was concerning 
the rights of can- 
didates to marry 
while under care 
of the Board of 
Education. It hap- 
pened that I not only had married, 
but had married a missionary girl 
board. 


There were twenty candidates and 


who was also under the 


the “waters were troubled.” I was 
never forgot nor forgiven, and found 
it desirable to change communions. 
The second offered a richer field for 
service—was a richer church too. I 
had heard about the word democ- 
racy in the army and had helped 
fight two wars—of which I was still 
proud—to help save it. I had to be- 
lieve in it for record. And I had 
always known that Jesus was the 
first Democrat, but now was coming 


To these people the Jewish mer- 
chant 1s always mysteriously rich, 
which conception makes them 
vulnerable to the vicious inter- 
national Jew-banker propaganda. 
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to see that He also believed in de- 
mocracy. As an ex-soldier, holding a 
First Lieutenant’s commission in the 
Officer’s Reserve Corps, and as a 
CHRISTIAN, I determined to con- 
sistently stand for democracy, at least 
on all issues where I was involved 
personally. From that day, I could 
not find any issues which involved 
democracy which did not involve me 
personally. But then I was never 
able to watch even a fist fight with- 
out getting licked before it was over 

. . complete lack 
of tact. 

But after the 
run-in with the 
church fathers I 
did not go on to 
seminary and 
learn to discuss things which really 
don’t matter nor how to present both 
sides of things which do matter so as 
to say nothing about either. I must 
say, however, that it may develop 
after all that it is not regular to take 
the Democrats or Jesus seriously. For 
by naively attempting to be practi- 
cal about this word democracy and 
about my simple interpretation of 
the other issues I read in the Bible, 
I have narrowly escaped embarrass- 
ment on several occasions. Already 
the Brethren have fired me from the 
pulpit in my second communion ... 
this for organizing the coal miners. 
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The sheriff jailed me for marching 
with the unemployed; leading citi- 
zens flogged me for working with 
the sharecroppers, a Methodist sister 
evicted me from my home for hav- 
ing two Negroes in a study-class 
with “white folks”; many respect- 
able people have called me an out- 
side agitator with a foreign doctrine, 
imported to undermine our govern- 
ment—overthrow God; and it has 
even been rumored among those 
who have attained objectivity that I 
am a puppet of Moscow! But how 
should I have known not to listen to 
malevolent voices? I never read Pin- 
occhio until I was thirty! 

My buddies have knocked my 
teeth out . . . and my eyes open—in 
astonishment. But for the last fif- 
teen years I have been looking in 
a hazy manner at my Religion, my 
Democrats and my south. This is 
what I see: 

THE OLD SOUTH and the 
Southwest—Texas, Oklahoma, Mis- 
souri and Kansas—is a big area, 
bigger than anyone who has not 
traveled over it in second-hand cars 
can imagine. It lies between a pro- 
gressive Mexico and a relatively 
progressive East. It constitutes the 
largest single area in the United 
States where suppressive agencies 
may effectively concentrate. That 
such are concentrating in this area 
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as an entering wedge to the coun- 
try at large needs no documenta- 
tion. The people of these states are 
homogeneous, temperamentally and 
economically. For the most part, 
they are hungry, illiterate, rural- 
workers and little farmers; his- 
torically divided into two antago- 
nistic racial groups: Negro and 
Caucasian. 

From the majority group, an 
army was mobilized eighty years 
ago and caused to fight against its 
own interest by slogans against 
the minority. The terms, dam-yan- 
kee, dam-nigger, dam-Jew are still 
frequently heard, indicating that the 
temperament of the people has not 
appreciably changed. This situation 
provides fertile soil for Colescot with 
his Ku Klux Klan, and other dema- 
gogues and anti-democratic organ- 
izations. 

Among the minority group the 
silent suspicion of the Whites is 
turning into vocal bitterness. This 
temper enhances an unwholesome 
nationalism which is being promul- 
gated among the Negro people. The 
argument presented is, briefly: “The 
white man is your enemy. Don’t 
unite with him on any count. There 
are more colored peoples in the 
world than white people. Abide your 
time and some day the bottom tail 
will work on top.” . 
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The point is that the groundwork 
is being laid to further divide the 
two racial groups to defeat a bud- 
ding liberalism and a growing labor 
movement. Historically, psychologi- 
cally, and economically the condi- 
tions are ripe for the success of such 
a program, since the same conditions 
which contribute 
action on the part of the masses may 
be exploited by demagogues for 
purposes. 

Fortunately (or 
unfortunately, de- 
pending on the 
use made of it and 
by whom) both of 
these racial groups 
have a_ religious 


to progressive 


vicious 


condition- days. 

ing which is deep 

and vigorous. There are undesirable, 
even dangerous, elements in it. But 
the conditioning is a sociological 
fact which cannot be flouted, ig- 
nored nor evaded. This religion 
must be understood and sympatheti- 
cally used by those who would 
solidify the southern masses for in- 
telligent and effective action. Un- 
American forces have long recog- 
nized this, viz.: To attain its strength 
the Ku Klux Klan gave preachers 
of the South free initiation into 
membership. It will do so again. We 
must speak to the people about de- 


The other stratum 1s the horde of 
people at the base of the pyramid. 
These are served by the 
trained” preacher who during the 
week works with the hoe, or saw, 
or hammer by the side of the peo- 
ple to whom he preaches on Sun- 
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mocracy and justice in their own 
language and literal religious phrase- 
ology today or the Fascist forces will 
beat us to it tomorrow. And “‘it’s 
later than you think.” 

One important world wide issue 
which is menacing constitutional 
democracy, and to enhance which 
religion in the South is veritable 
dynamite, is anti-Semitism. Popu- 
lar pre-millennialism of the whole 
South is definitely 
anti-Jew and is 
loaded for 
Semitic activity. It 
is stated from pul- 
pit and pew that 
“The Jews  re- 
jected Christ and 
crucified Him, 
calling for His 
blood to be upon their heads and 
the heads of their children. Weep- 
ing, Jesus said, “Your house will be 
desolate and you will be dispersed, 
despised and persecuted until the 
end of the time of the Gentiles.’ ” 
This teaching has given rise to a 
general feeling that whatever hap- 
pens to the Jewish people is more 
or less merited and after all is a 
fulfillment of prophecy. A small 
independent farmer who lives in a 
lily-white neighborhood said to me 
recently, “We don’t allow niggers in 
this community, but I have more 


anti- 


“ 
un- 
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sympathy for the nigger than I have 
for the Jew. The Jews ask for it and 
they are getting what they asked 
for.’ Then he elaborated on the 
A Holiness woman 
evangelist said last week, “Yes, 
when Paul said, ‘Lo, we turn to the 


crucifixion. 


Gentiles, he was turning to the 
poor.” A worker in Oklahoma said 
to a labor leader, “I’m for Hitler.” 

“Why?” 

“Well, take the Hebrew ques- 
tion.” 

“T’'ll_ take it,’ said the leader. 
“What about it?” 

“Why, you never saw a dam-Jew 
at work!” replied the worker. Which 
in this case, perhaps, was literally 
true since we have no Jewish work- 
ers in the South. A Baptist layman, 
a carpenter, said: “The biggest drug 
store in Kansas City is owned by a 
dam-Jew and there is not a single 
white man employed in it, just 
Jews.” One is justified in quoting 
these vulgar statements, only to 
emphasize the danger of the senti- 
ment behind them being used by 
anti-democratic forces. It is made 
more menacing by the fact that the 
masses do not know the Jewish 
people. There are very few Jewish 
folk in the South and most of these 
are merchants. Because of their back- 
ground, they are better merchants 
than their average competitor. This 
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efficiency incurs the latent envy of 
their own economic group. The 
masses, however, patronize “The 
Jew Store” because they believe they 
can get articles a little cheaper there. 
But to these people the Jewish mer- 
chant is always mysteriously rich, 
which conception makes them yul- 
nerable to the vicious international 
Jew-banker propaganda. 

There are two strata of religious 
folk in the South, One stratum is 
served by the 
salaried minister. 


seminary-trained, 
the 


young, and some of the older, of 


Many of 


these are liberal. An encouraging 
number are cooperating with such 
progressive organizations as the Fel- 
lowship of Southern Churchmen 
and the Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare. But they do not 
speak to nor for the real South. 
They speak to a few middle class 
folk on Sunday mornings and often 
their are operated by 
remote control by fewer still who 


churches 


rarely attend services, but who keep 
tab on what the preacher is saying 
and doing . . . a noose around his 
neck. If we think of the South as a 
pyramid, one might imagine a line 
drawn a little above center to repre- 
sent this stratum of religious folk. 
The other stratum is the horde of 
people at the base of the pyramid. 
These are served by the “untrained” 
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preacher who during the week 
works with the hoe, or saw, or ham- 
mer by the side of the people to 
whom he preaches on Sundays. 
From windowless churches, deserted 
school houses, vacant country stores, 
tarpaulin tents, bush arbors or from 
improvised pulpits in the woods 
with the people seated on slabs bor- 
rowed from the local sawmill, this 
man speaks to the real South every 
Sunday in the 
year, and every 
night during the 
long summer 
months. He 
speaks to the peo- 
ple who will be 
used as imple- 
ments 
Americanand 
anti-demo- 
cratic agencies. He is the natural 
leader of the people, preaching being 
his only outlet for expressing this 
leadership. There are ordinarily 
only two outlets for leadership to 
this stratum of folk in the South, 
(a) teaching, (b) preaching. Those 
who can secure a common school 
certificate, teach. Those who cannot, 
preach. It is not correct, however, to 


of un- 


assume that those who know, teach, 
and those who do not know, preach. 
These ministers have an uncanny 
wisdom. This man and his counter- 


The very other-worldliness of this 
religion and the emphasis of its 
songs on escape from this vale of 
tears affirm its economic basis. 
But give one of these ministers a 
constructive interpretation of a 
passage of scripture in terms of 
the problems of this life and he 
receives it eagerly. 
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part, the exhorter (“Zorter”), will 
determine which way the South 
goes and whether slow or fast! 
These men know that something 
is wrong with the present world- 
order of things. Every week they 
pound the Bible, froth at the mouth 
and stamp the floor in behalf of their 
people and against evil as they 
understand it... . And though this 
religion has been contorted into an 
escape because of 
the 
disadvantages of 
the leaders, it is 
rooted in the eco- 


educational 


nomic status of 
the people. Even 
their testimonials 
reflect their physi- 
cal and economic 
conditions. Viz.: 
the sharecropper woman testified: 
“T hain’t got but two teeth in m’ 
head, but thank God they’re hit- 
ters!” Again, we know that this reli- 
gion is basically an economic protest 
by the recent origin of its organized 
bodies. 

None of the churches we have in 
mind date back earlier than 1890. 
When the more respectable denomi- 
nations followed the urban trend 
and built their brick or painted 
frame churches, these folk were left 
unchurched. Coats in church, poll 
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tax in politics, buggies instead of 
wagons, isolated them. Left to them- 
selves they developed a program and 
a doctrine “against” everything not 
within their economic reach: style, 
pictures, education, medicine, 
science, and because of the poll tax 
requirement, the state. 

Again, the very other-worldliness 
of this religion and the emphasis of 
its songs on escape from this vale of 
tears affirm its economic basis, But 
give one of these ministers a con- 
structive interpretation of a passage 
of scripture.in terms of the problems 
of this life and he receives it eagerly. 
He sits down on a rail-fence or the 
root of a tree and “expounds” it to 
the first neighbor he meets. He 
preaches it the next Sunday, and the 
next, and refers to it in prayer the 
next. To him and to his people a 
passage from the Bible is literally 
God speaking. If the worthiness of 
any program can be supported by a 
quotation from the scriptures, the 
elders in the Amen corners will en- 
dorse it by “Amen,” rumbling of 
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their feet or nods of the head, and 
the people will accept it. But the 
passage must be quoted verbatim 
from King James version and chap- 
ter and verse announced—“the devil 
can quote scripture but he never 
quotes it right.” This is speaking 
the language of the people as they 
speak it and using the Bible as they 
use it. And this must be done if we 
forestall anti-Semitism, racism and 
other anti-Christian forces in the 
South. 

The importance of making this 
approach is realized when we are 
reminded that these preachers, ex- 
horters, Sunday-school teachers and 
deacons are carrying on the biggest 
program in the South. They have 
carried it on for years. They know 
how to carry it on, and without 
money. They are the leaders who 
must be reached and given a more 
mature conception of the religion 
of Jesus and the prophets as it re- 
lates to the real forces of evil work- 
ing in their midst and which 
threaten humanity generally. 


Ce ee ee 


I believe that modern war ts chiefly caused by 
some immorality of competition which 1s always with 
us in times of “peace”; and that until this evil is cured, 
no leagues or disarmaments or collective security or 
conferences or conventions or treaties will suffice to 


prevent it. 


—T.S. Extor. 
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By ALSON J. SMITH 


N  Encuisa author, being 
A interviewed on the eve of his 
return to his native country, was 
asked the customary question as to 
what had impressed him the most 
about the United States. Rather sur- 
prisingly he replied: “The public 
mollycoddling of Catholics by Prot- 
estants.”” He was not a man who is 
easily impressed by anything bearing 
on religion, and 
since his return to 
England he has 
written a very 
funny book about 
the strange cus- 
toms and folk-lore 
of the inhabitants 
of these States. 

The tender solicitude which has 
characterized the dealings of official 
Protestantism with the Catholic 
minority in this country is of course 
easily explainable. Protestants were 
ashamed of the anti-Catholic activi- 
ties of the Ku Klux Klan and other 
pseudo-nationalistic groups, and they 
bent over backwards in trying to “be 
fair’ to their Catholic brethren. 
American Catholics, always nursing 
secret inferiority complexes, took 


Although most 


he does. 


loath to believe that Coughlin 
enjoys any extensive official sup- 
port in his “Christian Front” 
activities, the plain truth 1s that 


—The hush-hush policy of the large inter- 


faith groups will no longer work. 


willingly to this Protestant mother- 
ing. 

Now there is some danger that 
this beautiful relationship will be 
ended, and the reason is Charles E. 
Coughlin. 

Coughlin’s so-called “Christian 
Front,” his storm-troop organization, 
now appears to most Protestants to 
be a Catholic Klan, and the reaction 
to this Catholic 
Klan promises to 
be a new wave of 
anti-Catholicism. 

Although most 
Americans 
loath to believe 
that Coughlin en- 
joys any extensive official support in 
his “Christian Front” activities, the 
plain truth is that he does. The 
“Front” was organized in the Paul- 
ist Fathers’ Church at Columbus 
Ave. and 59th St. in New York, and 
priests of that order were active in 
organizing it. The return address 
given on “Christian Front” litera- 
ture—P. O. Box 69, Station G— 
is listed in the name of the Paulist 
Fathers. Coughlin’s magazine, 
Social Justice, is sold in or in front of 


Americans are 


are 
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nearly every Catholic Church in 
New York. The official organ of the 
Roman Catholic Diocese of Brook- 
lyn, The Tablet, supports him 
openly, reprints his speeches in full, 
and beats the drum for the “Chris- 
tian Front.” The President of the 
International Catholic Truth Society, 
Rev. Edward Lodge Curran, not 
only speaks frequently at “Christian 
Front” meetings but conducts a 
weekly column in Social Justice. 
Radio Station WEW, owned and 
operated by the University of St. 
Louis, a Jesuit institution, carries 
Coughlin’s Sunday afternoon broad- 
casts. The Catholic Herald of St. 
Louis features a regular column en- 
titled “Missouri Friends of Social 
Justice” and talks about “World 
Subversion” and “The Jewish Ques- 
tion” in the best Goebbels manner. 
According to Social Justice (Oct. 9, 
1939) Archbishop Glennon of St. 
Louis has named three priests to 
take care of the interests of the 
magazine in that diocese. The Jesuit 
weekly, America, recently stated edi- 
torially: “The attack on Father 
Coughlin has become, in reality, an 
attack on Catholicism.” Archbishop 
Francis J. L. Beckman, of Dubuque, 
sends greetings to a Father Coughlin 
birthday ball as follows: “I take this 
early opportunity to join with you 


and millions of other Christian 
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Americans in wishing the great, 
good priest of Royal Oak a happiest 
of birthdays. I pray that in the 
kindly providence of God he may be 
spared to America for many more 
fruitful years and live to see his 
fondest democratic hopes realized” 
(Social Justice, Oct. 30, 1939). 

In addition to this, it must be re- 
membered that in spite of many 
fervid appeals by Catholics and non- 
Catholics alike no responsible mem- 
ber of the hierarchy has yet de- 
nounced either Coughlin or the 
“Christian Front” by name. 

If we are to understand why this 
is so we must keep in mind two 
facts: (1) The Catholic Church sees 
itself locked in a life and death 
struggle with what it calls “atheistic 
communism,” and it is willing to 
find allies wherever it can. This is 
the basic struggle to which all else 
is subordinate. Because of its fear 
of communism the Church was will- 
ing to conclude humiliating concor- 
dats with Hitler and Mussolini and 
to bless the blood-letting in Spain. 
Coughlin, too, is against commu- 
nism. (2) When you get down to 
Coughlin’s actual program, it is one 
which the Church can easily sup- 
port. It is based on a papal encycli- 
cal and it envisages the same kind of 
a clerical-corporate state for the 
United States that the Church openly 
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supports in Portugal and Spain. 

One result of the unwillingness of 
the Catholic Church to sacrifice an 
ally in its ght against communism 
may be the end of what our British 
friend called the “public mollycod- 
dling of Catholics by Protestants.” 
Protestant opinion—and not only 
liberal Protestant opinion—is becom- 
ing aroused over the activities of this 
“Catholic Klan,” as the recent con- 
demnatory action taken by the con- 
servative Brooklyn Church and Mis- 
sion Federation and the Greater 
New York Federation of Churches 
clearly shows. This action by these 
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large Protestant bodies represents a 
distinct break with what has been 
called the “hush-hush” policy of the 
large interfaith groups, which 
simply do not know how to handle 
this new situation without offend- 
ing one of their participating bodies. 
Their usual custom has been to de- 
nounce anti-Semitism and _anti- 
Catholicism alike, with the clear 
inference that non-Catholic, non- 
Jewish “bigots” (guess who?) are 
responsible for the persecution of 
both Catholics and Jews. 

But now, for obvious reasons, that 
will not work. 


JAPAN IN. CHINA 


The flowing locks of Athens 

Were shorn to the Roman way, 

The holy wicks of Ireland 

Were doused in Saxon spray. 
Likewise the Samurai have smashed 
The vase of Lao Tse. 


Who only knows the half-light 
Is blinded by the day. 


—K. L. 


DPIV AR Sa) oli Val eA Eng 


By EDWARD KELLEY —“The man who did this work deserves 


universal gratitude.” 


In the past months, a new wave of articles exposing the Christian 
Front, Father Coughlin, Martin Dies, and other Fascist or Nazi or merely 
anti-Semitic activities in the United States has spread over the pages of every 
magazine and the entire daily press. Even the Government, after a six 
months’ investigation, has discovered what every reader of the Protestant 
Digest knew last August—that certain people have been planning to use 
force to insure that the course of democratic government should follow 
their guidance. 

For months previous, this information has been available and 
vouched for by the personal experiences of individuals in New York and 
Boston—but not a word had been carried by the metropolitan papers. Even 
the Castor and Pollux of our day, Dorothy Thompson and Walter Lipp- 
mann, failed to disclose publicly their knowledge of such Rightist schemings 
—and certainly they cannot claim ignorance of what was common gossip. 

Full credit for releasing this torrent of pent-up verbiage must be 
given Mr. John L. Spivak, whose recent articles on “Silver Charlie” appeared 
in New Masses. Mr. Spivak’s thorough documentation, his affidavits, sworn 
government records and photostatic copies provided such a firm basis for 
attack upon Father Coughlin and the Christian Front that the fear of libel 
could no longer deter even the most pusillanimous columnist. One of his 
affidavits was introduced in evidence in a Government investigation, while 
shortly after the conclusion of his articles a handful of CF leaders in New 
York City were arrested. 

While perhaps some of these littérateurs who have jumped on the 
bandwagon, shouting “down with Coughlin, down with the Christian 
Front,” have expressed themselves with more literary skill and ability than 
the original author, yet we feel that the man who did the actual research, 
who dug up the material, who took the risk of a libel suit—for Mr. Spivak’s 
charges are positively actionable if not true—in a word, the man who did 
the work, deserves widespread publicity as well as universal gratitude. We 
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will try, therefore, to confine ourselves to disclosing exactly what Mr. Spivak 
discovered concerning Father Coughlin—and incidentally, the Christian 
Front—leaving the formation of conclusions entirely to the reader, for 
diatribes and invective never have the force of a simple recital of fact. 

The first of Father Coughlin’s enterprises was the League of the 
Little Flower, incorporated January 10, 1928, to obtain funds for the opera- 
tion of the Parish Shrine and the building of a new church. The original 
incorporators were Chas. E. Coughlin, Frank L. Wood, and Eugenia Burke, 
but when the League was dissolved, July 19, 1930, Amy Collins had replaced 
Mr. Wood. At that time the following balance sheet was submitted, which 
is noteworthy for two reasons: first, because it is out of balance by $10,000; 
second, because it shows that T. J. Coughlin owed the league $3,904.87— 
according to Mr. Spivak, in repayment of a loan which had set him up in 
business. 


Commercial Bank Balance.... $3,397.37. Furniture Depreciation....... $283.33 
Savings Bank Balance....... 27,423.91 Furniture Depreciation....... 75.67 
Offices Purnitiine.. syee- ves cteveleus 4,029.05 Payable to C. E. Coughlin... . 187.16 
Household Furniture........ 1,024.82 —_—_—_ 
Accounts Receivable......... 5,169.07 $546.16 
(Including T. J. Profit eae eee. crea 30,398.06 
Coughlin) a... $3,904.87) —_——— 
————-__ Total Liabilities............ $30,944.22 

otal -Assetsrattarse sos es $40,944.22 Unaccounted| for..@......- $10,000.00 


No explanation is given for the $10,000 error, either by Father Coughlin, 
Mr. Spivak, or the State of Michigan. Of course, it may be only a clerical 
error, indicative of neglect rather than fraud. As for the loan to T. J. Cough- 
lin, since it is at variance with the expressed aims of the League’s incor- 
poration, it would seem similar to some of Fritz Kuhn’s dealings with the 
income of the German American Bund. It is a harsh law which calls 
charity to one’s parents by the unpleasant name of embezzlement. It was 
during this period that Father Coughlin dabbled in the stock market. In 
February, 1929, he bought $30,000 worth of Kelsey Hayes Wheel and he 
had other dealings in this same stock from then until April, 1930. We can 
only hope his speculations were profitable, but ironically enough—we might 
almost say hypocritically—it was during this period that he was denouncing 
stockmarket gambling with the terse if inelegant expression, “shooting craps 
with other people’s money”—which was exactly what he was doing. 
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The demise of the League of the Little Flower was immediately 
followed on August 8, 1930, by the incorporation of an entirely new 
charitable organization, “The Radio League of the Little Flower.” Oddly 
enough, the incorporators were Chas. E. Coughlin, Eugenia Burke, and 
Amy Collins, Pres., V. Pres., and Sec.-Treas. respectively. Their new pur- 
pose was to broadcast and to obtain funds to broadcast, to publish pamphlets 
and to donate to the Shrine Parish and to charity—and charity begins at 
home? Their activities were “to broadcast and accept donations—publish 
literature.” Accepting donations is the most pleasant activity, especially if 
you are not obliged to account for it upon the termination of such activi- 
ties, like the $30,000—or $40,000—profit shown by the League of the Little 
Flower. In inviting members, the League termed itself a “non-political 
organization in defense of the Principles of Christianity and of Patriotism.” 
(Is an intentional distinction made between the principles of Christianity 
and those of Patriotism?) Mr. Spivak has little to say about the first years 
of this league, except to point out that while Father Coughlin was assailing 
the gold standard and advocating the artificial raising of the price of silver 
to $1.29 (a move which he still favors), showing how our Oriental trade 
would increase and prosperity be the immediate result, his alter ego, Amy 
Collins, the Treasurer of the R.L.L.F., had bought 500,000 ounces of silver 
—on a 10°{ margin. Certainly Father Coughlin could be silver-tongued, if 
every cent increase in the price of silver meant $5,000 in the war chest. If the 
proposed rise had eventuated, $500,000 profit would have been realized— 
entirely by Miss Collins, of course. At some unspecified time, the R.L.L.F. 
overstepped the bounds and entered into a rather shady deal by lending 
approximately $100,000 to the National Union for Social Justice—the new 
political party founded by Father Coughlin. Since the Radio Priest was the 
R.L.L.F. and also the N.U.S,J., it seems hardly fair to condemn a man for 
taking $100,000 out of his right hand pocket merely to put it in his left, but 
unfortunately, the law provides that money collected by a non-profit mak- 
ing organization for a charitable purpose, especially one announced in 
advance and as an inducement to contribute such donations, must be used 
for that purpose. The Federal law on that point says something about 
using the mails to defraud, while our local law calls it obtaining money 
under false pretences. And nowhere in the purposes or activities of the 
R.L.L.F., as stated in its incorporation, can we find any pretext for the 
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financial backing of the N.U.S.J., while as we remarked above, in asking 
for contributions, the League called itself a non-political body. While the 
R.L.L-F. is still collecting money, without any non-political promises now, 
the president is now Edward Kinsky, but Miss Burke and Mrs. Pidgeon 
(nee Collins) are still V. Pres. and Sec.-Treas. as well as Trustees. In fact 
at present business is in a most flourishing condition, as shown by the fol- 
lowing statements of assets: 


1930... . $44,000 (including the profit of the L.L.F., we hope) 
1934.... 6,000 
1935.... 80,000 
1936... . 200,000 
1937... . 190,000 
1938... . 472,000 


Next month we will discuss two more of Father Coughlin’s cor- 
porate ventures, the Social Justice Publishing Co., and its holding company, 
the Social Justice Poor Society. 


INTRODUCING 


Edward Kelley, a Roman Catholic lay- 
man of Boston, who will present his views 
each month on certain aspects of Roman Cath- 
olic action, as ut affects the American people, 
Roman Catholic and non-Roman Catholic 
alike-—TueE Epiror. 


CONSCIENGE AND CIBER? 


By HARRY EMERSON FOSDICK—“The Christian conscience and civil 


liberties are done up in one bundle of life.” 


N THE generation in which some of 
| us were reared, we assumed that 
as knowledge increased mankind 
would accept ever more universally 
the democratic faith. Instead, democ- 
racy stands now in peril. Democracy 
has done an incalculable service, and 
now in her hour of need democracy 
asks us what we can do for her. 
What kind of religion ought ours 
to be if it is to support the demo- 
cratic faith and practise? 

Democracy cannot be merely in- 
herited. It must be reborn with 
every generation. Unless the inner 
spiritual factors that created democ- 
racy in the first place can be con- 
stantly renewed, its outward forms 
decay. What kind of religion ought 
ours to be if it is to support a gov- 
ernment of, by, and for, the people? 


Faith in Freedom 


In the first place, obviously it must 
be a religion that dignifies person- 
ality. Democracy springs from a 
high estimate of persons. It trusts 
people with freedom to think, to 
say what they think, to hear all sides 
of public questions discussed, to bal- 


ance opposing arguments and to 
decide. That is an astonishing con- 
fidence in people. The Fuehrers and 
the Duces would say that it is an 
insane confidence. The founding 
fathers themselves were not unani- 
mous about it. Said Alexander 
Hamilton, “The people is a great 
beast.” Yet that faith in people is the 
soul of democracy. Nowhere is the 
contrast between democracy and dic- 
tatorship more evident than here. 
Dictatorship herds persons like 
sheep, hypnotizes them by mass 
propaganda and coerces them by 
mass pressure; democracy trusts per- 
sons as the ultimate sources of deci- 
sion in the commonwealth. 
Materialistic irreligion denies this 
estimate. It reduces the human be- 
ing to an accidental collocation of 
physical atoms. Carried to its logical 
conclusion, it makes people what 
another calls “impotent nobodies 
hurtling toward nothingness.” We 
cannot build a successful democracy 
on that idea. Some of us clearly can 
recall when first this new doctrine 
of materialistic irreligion, that has 
so swept across our generation, came 
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up over our horizon. How roused 
and shocked we were as Christians! 
This idea, we said, will destroy all 
faith in God; it will destroy our 
religion; it will destroy the church. 
But today we see a further truth. 
I wish it could be shouted from the 
housetops: this devaluation of per- 
sons will destroy democracy. 


God First 


In the second place, the kind of 
religion that will support govern- 
ment of, by, and for, the people is 
one that recognizes a higher loyalty 
than the state. That seems to a dic- 
tator a weird idea. Yet behind it is 
an essential democratic faith that 
there is something higher than any 
government, the truth yet to be dis- 
covered, and that the only way of 
getting at it is to say to the people, 
“You are not the slaves of govern- 
ment; think for yourselves; if need 
be, differ from the government and 
oppose it; there is a higher loyalty 
than the government to which you 
must be true.” It is as though democ- 
racy essentially were saying, “We 
must obey God rather than man.” 

All too common is the idea that 
the essence of democracy is the rule 
of the majority. That is not true. 
Dictatorship also can be and often 
is the rule of the majority. But the 
unique distinction of democracy 
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they utterly lack, is not the rule of the 
majority, but the rights of the 
minorities. We set up a government 
and then actually pay salaries to 
Opposition party members in the 
legislatures to criticize and obstruct 
the government. Looked at in cold 
logicality, that’s an insane idea! Yes, 
but it is magnificent too, one of the 
greatest political faiths ever ventured 
on in all history. The British have 
a phrase that in these days I confess 
moves me deeply: “His Majesty’s 
most loyal opposition.” That’s de- 
mocracy and it is magnificent. 
Even in this country it 1s not 
easy to hold hard by the democratic 
idea. Yet though the rights of 
minorities be abused and though the 
impatience of dictatorial minds be 
understandable, still the democratic 
faith remains the best hope of man- 
kind, and without it, I measure my 
words, Christianity may not survive. 
For to the Christian no human gov- 
ernment can ever be the highest 
loyalty. The rights of minorities 
were, as a matter of history, created 
in the first place by the religious 
conscience obeying God rather than 
men. There, in a religious idea, this 
element of democracy was first pro- 
duced and there it must find its 
perennial renewal. For the Christian 
conscience and civil liberties 
done up in one bundle of life. 


are 
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Equality Too 

In the third place, the kind of 
religion that will support the demo- 
cratic faith and practise must genu- 
inely care not only for the lderty 
but for the equality and fraternity 
of the people. Our attention in these 
days is concentrated on the external 
enemies of democracy, the dictator- 
ships that threaten war. Only a 
fool would minimize the peril. But 
the deeper danger to democracy 
is still within. It lies in the 
inequalities among our own 
people that spoil fraternity, 
destroy loyalty, divide us into 
economic classes, and make 
real democracy impossible. 

One listens to the Brookings 
Institution reporting on incomes of 
American families in the prosperous 
year of 1929: “Thus it appears that 
one-tenth of one per cent of the 
families at the top received prac- 
tically as much as forty-two per cent 
of the families at the bottom of the 
scale.” That bodes ill to the re- 
public. One-tenth of one per cent of 
American families receiving as 
much income as forty-two per cent 
suits not a democratic common- 
wealth. 

We must face the fact that ulti- 
mately there is no such thing as a 
successful political democracy with- 
out economic democracy. If we can- 
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not achieve that end, Communism’s 
way, then we must find a democratic 
way of achieving it. Long ago it was 
said in England, “That which makes 
a few rich and many poor suits not 
the commonwealth.” 


The Fuel of Freedom 
Finally, the kind of religion that 


will support government of, by, and 
for, the people, must create respon- 
sible personal character in the indi- 
vidual citizens. Our American, scene 
displays the lamentable lack of this. 

Put it this way. A great popula- 
tion must be controlled. No senti- 
mentality should blind our eyes to 
that realistic fact. If there is to be 
order and not chaos, discipline not 
anarchy, people must be controlled. 
And there are only two ways of con- 
trolling them. Coercion from with- 
out—that is one. Voluntary, respon- 
sible, public-spirited character spir- 
itually engendered within—that is 
the other. Now, a dictatorship stakes 
wis very existence on the method of 
coercion, while a democracy re- 
mains a democracy only insofar as 
voluntary, responsible, public-spirited 
character takes coercion’s place. In 
any nation, the more we have of 
one, the less we have of the other. 
Is not this the very crux of the 
matter in America? We cannot go 
on forever in the republic neglecting 
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| those character-building faiths and 
incentives from which personal qual- 
_ ity and moral integrity spring. 

Here, too, Christ and democracy 
| are at one. Whatever else Christian- 
_ ity at its best has done, it has pro- 
; duced self-starting, self-motivating, 
_ self-driving character. Church of 
Christ, this day of crisis is also the 
_ day of your opportunity if democ- 
racy is to be saved. A republic must 
' be built, not on coercion but on 
| voluntary, inwardly right, respon- 
sible, personal character, to produce 


_ which should be your specialty. And 


§} you who have been careless of reli- 


gion, negligent of the church, 
thoughtless of Christ, in general 
_ separate from the character-building 
faiths and motives of mankind, but 
“| who do care about government of, 
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by, and for, the people, have we not 
a right to appeal to you to rethink 
your attitude? 

They tell us that the devotion of 
youth in Europe to the mass move- 
ments of Stalin, the Fuehrer, and 
the Duce, is thrilling and that we 
in America have nothing to match 
it. I wish we could feel an equal 
thrill born of an equal devotion to 
democracy and to the kind of reli- 
gion that sustains it. The dignify- 
ing of personality, the giving of con- 
science to God, the achievement 
not of popular liberty alone 
but of popular equality and 
fraternity, the erection of human 
society on transformed, responsible 
personal character—that is the cause 
on which the highest hopes of hu- 
mankind depend. 


Man has set up a self-will, has fallen under 


the dominion of the nature which God gave him. 
This very act 1s a step in his education—a means 
by which God will teach him more fully what he 
is, what he is not, what he was meant to be, what 
he was not meant to be. 

—F. D, Maurice. 


TREASON IN. AMERICA 


By SAMUEL GRAFTON 


N THE city of Leipzig, on Septem- 
ber 23, 1930, three lieutenants of 
the German army were put on trial 
for high treason. The three men, 
Scheringer, Ludien and Wendt, were 
young; the oldest only 26. They had 
joined Herr Hitler’s Nazis, it was 
charged, and conspired with them 
to undermine the discipline of the 

army. 

#9 sel) ore 


That trial is of historic impor- 
tance. It was the first trial of any 
Nazis on treason charges. (Occa- 
sionally they were hauled into court 
and charged with “obstructing 
trafic” for hitting radicals on the 
head, but that was all.) It reminds 
one, of course, of the fact that six 
of the 17 young “Christian Front” 
men just arrested in New York for 
plotting against the Government are 
past or present members of the Na- 
tional Guard. 


* * * 


So here it is Leipzig and 1930 
and the Weimar Republic is about 
to try (as our American democracy 
is about to try) an assortment of 


—“Front” defenders aim to create special 


atmosphere for Trial. 


accused Fascist and racist conspira- 
tors with military connections. This 
is the kind of moment on which 
history pivots. Four days before the 
trial began, Albert Einstein, one of 
the wise men of our time, pooh- 
poohed the Fascist menace. At 
about the same date Thomas Mann, 
another towering world figure and 
brighter than most men, gave it as 
his considered opinion that the 
Nazis were “a flash in the pan.” In 
28 months Hitler was ‘to be in 
power. 

“These are patriotic Germans!” 
screamed Herr Hitler as the trial 
began. “We are opposed to vio- 
lence—we are merely preparing to 
defend ourselves.” And in America 
a committee to defend the 17 “Chris- 
tian Front” members has been 
formed, on the ground that they 
“were merely seeing to it they 
wouldn’t be caught napping. 
“They're Americans,” says Borough 
President Harvey, of Queens. 
“They're Christians,” says Father 
Coughlin, as though that circum- 
stance overrode the possession of 
bombs. An effort is being made to 


” 


From “I?d Rather Be Right, New Yorx Post 
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create a special atmosphere in which 
to judge the facts. 


* * * 


On the third day of the Leipzig 
trial, Adolf Hitler was called as a 
defense witness to prove that his 
movement was not subyersive. He 
was questioned about a statement in 
“Mein Kampf” to the effect that 
“heads would roll in the sand” when 
he took power. Yes, he said, prole- 
tarians, socialists and pacifists would 
be guillotined. “But,” he added with 
a death’s-head grin, “they will be 
tried first; and the lives of the nobil- 
ity will be spared.” 

He admitted he would alter the 
character of the State when he took 
power. But he would take power, he 
insisted, by legal means. His fol- 
lowers, crowding the courtroom, 
cheered, and in the square outside 
they maintained a continuous roar 
of “Germany, awake!” the current 
Nazi slogan. Chief Justice Baumgar- 
ten tried vainly to keep order. In 
Berlin, as Hitler’s testimony was 
read, stocks on the Boerse dropped 
six points. 


* * * 


This creation of uproar and dis- 
order was, of course, a deliberate 
tactic, designed to create a special 
atmosphere in which to judge the 
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facts. We know this now better than 
anyone could know it in 1930. In 
Austria the technique reached its 
height during March, 1938, when a 
Nazi “traveling circus” of demon- 
strators went from town to town, 
producing turmoil, so that authority 
would become craven, and Hitler 
would be called in “to keep order.” 
Just so does the “Christian Front” 
go into the streets today to create 
disorder, while some of its members 
arm themselves—to be “prepared” 
against the disorder they themselves 
create. It was up to Chief Justice 
Baumgarten, in Leipzig, in 1930, to 
show whether this disorder could be 
faced down, and this case handled 
like any other case. It was a test, of 


the Republic and of the Justice. 


* * * 


He flunked it. He tried to play 
both sides. He found the three lieu- 
tenants guilty of treason, on over- 
whelming evidence. Then he sen- 
tenced them to a mere 18 months, 
not in prison, but in an army 
fortress. Detention in a fortress in- 
volved no disgrace, no loss of pres- 
tige, it was traditionally reserved for 
quasi-punishment of “honorable 
crimes,” and permitted considerable 
freedom within the walls, including 
the right to have food and drink 
sent in. Then the Justice took six 
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months off the sentence for time 
spent awaiting the trial. “Their mo- 
tives,” said the Justice placidly, 
“were of the purest, though mis- 
guided.” The historic moment was 


over. In January of the third follow- 
ing year President Hindenburg 
called Hitler in to form a govern- 
ment in order to preserve the peace 
and order of the Reich. 


LYNCHING GOES UNDERGROUND 


“Your investigator has probed numer- 
ous lynchings. His acquaintance with lynchers 
and the lynched extends over a lifetime. It is 
his judgment that countless Negroes are 
lynched yearly, but their disappearance 1s 
shrouded in mystery, for they are dispatched 
quietly and without general knowledge. In 
some lonely swamp a small body of men do 
the job formerly done by a vast, howling 
blood-thirsty mob composed of men, women, 
and children. This is the new and dangerous 
method, devised by those who seek to rule by 
terror and intimidation.” 


—A WuiTE SOUTHERN INVESTIGATOR. 


I FAVOR A FEDERAL 
ANTI-LYNCHING BILL 


By MARK ETHRIDGE 


HAVE no hesitation whatever in 
| saying that I favor the passage of 
a Federal anti-lynching bill. That is 


based upon several reasons: 


“1. I favor it as an affirmation that 
Americans as a people do not toler- 
ate a form of barbarism that is only 
a little more refined than cannibal- 
ism; not as sentimental as suttee, and 
not as effective as pogroms. 


“America may consider herself a 
group of states, but in the eyes of 
other people we are a nation, and 
we must assume responsibility as a 
nation for whatever barbaric prac- 
tices occur inside our borders. We 
profess to be a democratic and Chris- 
tian nation. If we are those things, 
we can afford to push aside legal 
hair-splitting and tub-thumping ora- 
tory, to say as a nation to the small 
lawless element, ‘You shall not 
brand us as barbarians to satisfy 
your own bloodlust.’ 


“2. I favor it because the United 
States Government owes the protec- 
tion of a Federal law to its humblest 
citizens. The guarantees under the 


bill of rights are extended to the 
persons of citizens of the United 
States, not to the citizens of states. 
The accused has the right to be 
heard in court, and in court he has 
the right to confrontation, to counsel, 
to the preparation of a defense, to 
testify as he desires, and to present 
witnesses. Those are rights guaran- 
teed under the Federal Constitution 
and nobody—no individual, no 
group, and no subdivision of govern- 
ment—has a right to abrogate them. 
Unless the humblest person does en- 
joy them, the bill of rights of the 
Federal Constitution becomes a 
mockery. 


“Tt is fruitless to argue that the 
ordinary state statute covers lynching, 
because it is too late to talk about 
protecting a man in his rights after 
he has been killed by a mob. Lynch- 
ing may be murder, but it is a form 
of murder that has its root in defiance 
of Federal guarantees, and not 
merely in ordinary human emotions. 


“3.1 favor the Federal bill be- 
cause the states have failed to afford 


A letter to Walter White, Secretary of the National Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People 
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protection vouchsafed to American 
citizens under the Constitution of 
the United States. There have been 
approximately 5,150 lynchings re- 
corded since 1882. In only forty cases 
has there been action of any sort 
against the lynchers. There is not 
on record that one state officer has 
ever been removed from office or 
punished by a state for failure to 
protect his prisoner. In 1937 every 
person who was lynched was taken 
from officers, but not one officer was 
punished, although in one case the 
names of seventeen members of the 
mob were known; and although at 
least four of the lynchings occurred 
in broad daylight. In only two of the 
cases was it possible to plead pro- 
tection of Southern womanhood. 


“In my capacity as reporter, I have 
witnessed three lynchings, and I 
know enough about them to know 
that the failure to protect the pris- 
oner and to arrest and prosecute his 
lynchers is a willful and deliberate 
failure on the part of officers of the 
law. To me, their failure is in es- 
sence nothing more or less than the 
conspiracy of the state, whose sov- 
ereignty they represent, with its 
lawless element, to deprive some 
citizens of their fundamental rights. 
This is the case where human 
rights transcend any socalled states 
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rights. Since officers of the law are 
the direct, sworn agents of the state 
government, then it must follow that 
in approximately 5,100 cases the 
states have not only failed to give 
protection, but also have actually 
been particeps criminis. 


“4, I favor a Federal law because 
I must reject absolutely the theory 
that it is an invasion of the rights 
of the states. Having lived almost 
all my life in the Deep South, I 
must confess with chagrin that all 
the prattling about states rights has 
usually meant that we had a right to 
have as much pellagra, as much 
hook-worm, as much malaria, and 
as much illiteracy as we pleased, as 
long as we were let alone. 


“If the Southern states had fol- 
lowed the theory of states rights 
with integrity, there would be some 
validity in the argument. But what 
about the Smith-Hughes bill? The 
Smith-Lever bill? What about all the 
highway aid bills and the thousand 
and one forms of aid or relief that 
have been extended under the New 
Deal? It may be argued that the 
Lindbergh law and the motor ve- 
hicle law are interstate, but was not 
the Prohibition law a direct surren- 
der of police power to the Federal 
Government? I do not see that the 
Federal anti-lynching law introduces 
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any principle that is at all new. The 
act does not become operative until 
the state has abdicated its power or 
violated its relation to the Federal 
Government. 


“5. I favor the law because I feel 
it would be effective. It is well 
enough to argue the theory of edu- 
cation, but what is the answer to 
1932, with ten lynchings, and 1933, 
with twenty-eight? 


“6. Finally, I favor it because I 
think that it is in line with enlight- 
ened opinion not only in other sec- 
tions, but also in the South. A Gal- 
lup poll showed that 72°/ of the 
people of the United States and 63% 
of the people of the South feel that 
they have a right and an obligation 
to use this last legal expedient to 
wipe out lynching. I feel that the 
true voice of the South is not the 
voice of those who filibuster against 
measures designed to express its hu- 
manity, but that the real voice of 
the South is that of the 63°94 who 
look at lynching as the horrible so- 
cial and racial phenomenon that it 
is, and think we should stop short 
of no legal expedient to wipe it out. 


“IT do not see how anybody who 
believes in a real democracy can sub- 
scribe, even by the indirection of red- 
hearing arguments, to the use of in- 
struments which in the long run will 
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destroy democracy. There can be no 
democracy where undue use of eco- 
nomic power, brutality, and intimi- 
dation are present.e 


“The Ku Klux Klan, which died 
about fifteen years ago, started out 
whipping Negroes, but it wound up 
so emboldened that it was whipping 
white people. If anybody subscribes 
to the horrible theory that it is all 
right to whip Negroes, he must be 
given at least some pause by the 
thought that brutality has never 
known any racial or geographical 
bounds. 


“We will never have a real democ- 
racy in this country until the people 
who are most affected by social or 
political measures taken in their be- 
half are given a right to express them- 
selves at the ballot box. Far from 
having realized that ideal, we are 
really just now facing the proposi- 
tion as to whether we shall continue 
to give Federal Government favor 
to an extra-legal phenomenon which 
in too many instances has been used 
to keep a great element of our peo- 
ple in subjection; to prevent them 
even from voicing their legitimate 
aspirations for themselves as a race 
and as a people. 


“Sincerely yours, 


(Signed) “Mark Ethridge.” 


HIERARCHY “DEMOCRACY” 


By RALPH S. MORTON 


r. Moyer S. FLetsHer, Professor 
D of Bacteriology at St. Louis 
University, Washington, was dis- 
charged after almost 25 years of 
service because he permitted his 
name to be published as one of 29 
sponsors of a lecture favoring the 
Spanish Loyalist delivered by the 
Rey. Michael O’Flanagan. 

His discharge was condemned as 
unjust in a report of the Committee 
on Academic Freedom and Tenure 
of the American Association gf Uni- 
versity Professors which investigated 
the case. The committee found that 
a proper hearing was denied Dr. 
Fleisher by the university authorities 
and that the university had showed 
“no sufficient reason for the extreme 
penalty of dismissal.” St. Louis 
University is a Jesuit institution. 

The investigating committee was 
made up of E. W. Puttkammer, Law 
Professor of the University of 
Chicago, James P. Simonds, Profes- 
sor of Pathology at Northwestern 
University, and Helen C. White, 
Professor of English of the Univer- 
sity of Wisconsin. It made its investi- 
gation at the behest of Dr. Fleisher. 

The report stated that the com- 
mittee “is of the opinion that Dr. 
Fleisher’s dismissal evidences a dis- 


regard of the extramural freedom of 
a teacher and wishes to emphasize 
that interference with extramural 
activities of teachers should not be 
regarded as of less significance than 
more direct violations of academic 
freedom of speech and inquiry.” 

The report stated that Dr. Fleisher 
had been a sponsor of the Loyalist 
meeting early in 1937, but that the 
university's authorities had waited 
until the Summer of 1938 to give 
him notice of dismissal, effective on 
January 31, 1939. From this se- 
quence of events, it reached the con- 
clusion that the Very Rev. Harry B. 
Crimmins, president of the uni- 
versity, had made the dismissal 
“only after constant pressure on him 
from outside sources had led him to 
conclude that it would be desirable 
to terminate Dr. Fleisher’s connec- 
tion with the university.” 

The committee left no doubt that 
the “outside sources” were Arch- 
bishop Glennon and the Catholic 
Club of St. Louis. It found that con- 
siderable Catholic public opinion had 
been aroused against Dr. Fleisher in 
St. Louis by earlier activities con- 
strued to be in favor of birth control 
and socialized medicine. 

These latter activities, however, 


would not have caused his dismissal, 
the committee asserted, if the Loyal- 
ist lecture had not been added to the 
list. Dr. Fleisher did not attend the 
lecture, but declined the request of 
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name from the list of sponsors. Sev- 
eral months after the event he sub- 
mitted a written apology to Presi- 
dent Crimmins, and the committee 
felt that the incident should have 


the Catholic Club to withdraw his been closed at that point. 


THE CHURCHES IN SPAIN 


The following letter appeared in The Times (January 23rd):— 


“Lord Phillimore has depicted the economic recovery in Spain in terms 
which every friend of Spain will be glad to read. His lordship, however, 
_makes no reference to social and spiritual life, especially to religion and 
the question of religious liberty, the right of every Spaniard to liberty of 
conscience and worship. On November 18, 1937, you published a letter 
from Lord Phillimore stating on the authority of General Franco (in a 
letter received by Lord Phillimore from the Duke of Alba) ‘that complete 
toleration now exists in National Spain for all Christian communions, but 
_ that complete toleration will continue to be the policy and practice of the 
National Spanish Government after the war.’ This undertaking is far from 
| fulfillment, and the situation continues most serious. In 147 centres of 
evangelical work recently made the subject of inquiry religious liberty of 
any kind was withheld in 109 centres, the work being entirely closed 
down; while of the remaining 38 centres, 33 were under some measure 
of toleration, and 5 were doubtful. A distressing feature of the situation 
is that the fine evangelical schools have in every case been closed down, 
_ notwithstanding their fine record before the Spanish war in helping edu- 
cation in Spain. Even where a church may have been allowed to open the 
school has been closed down. The Protestants of Spain always have been, 
and are today, a loyal asset to successive Governments, and their patriot- 
ism is beyond question. 

“(signed) H. M. Gooch, General Secretary, 
World’s Evangelical Alliance.” 


LETTERS STO THE SEDITOR 


A PROTESTANT PROTESTS 


Enclosed is a clipping [Roosevelt Tells Church Heads of Peace 
Ideals, Under Pledge of Secrecy.—Ed.| from today’s Herald Tribune. As a 
tithing Methodist, regularly attending church, I believe I am classified as a 
Protestant. There are a number of aspects of the situation set forth in this 
clipping which I, as a Protestant, wish to protest: 


(1) I resent the acceptance of a pledge of secrecy by these representa- 
tives of Protestantism. If this sort of thing is compatible with Protestantism, 
then millions of us have labored under a sad delusion. 

(2) I resent the fact that Protestants and Jews are put on a different 
basis from Catholics in the development of formulae for peace. Our pastors 
are called to the President, who sends an emissary to the Pope. 


(3) I resent that there is apparently a desire to get Protestant sup- 
port for the peace objectives which “he” (the President) thinks must be 
respected in any settlement of Europe’s wars. The mission of the Protestant 
church is not political, and it should: 


a. be entirely free from any political taint, 

b. be developed by the Protestant leaders themselves, 

c. expend its strength in preaching the Gospel of Christ to the 
people of the world rather than in supporting peace objectives to which 
Europe’s victors (if any) shall commit themselves. 

(4) I resent the President’s saying that he approved in principle the 
doctrine of separation of church and state. There is no report as to what 
these churchmen may have replied to the President—to the effect that 
Protestants want the doctrine approved in principle and applied zn practice. 

Somewhere I read that the term “Protestantism” is a misnomer, 
because the Protestant Church no longer Protests. I hope this statement is 
untrue. I beseech you to use your influence to be sure that if it has been true 
in the recent past it will no longer be so. 


Susan Good 
Albany, New York 
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ON THE ONE HAND 


Your quoted statement in the newspapers in re what the Pope 
believes about American freedom is merely the puerile efforts of a narrow- 
minded human trying for publicity. Just a plain common falsehood, to 
speak politely, for you don’t anymore know what the Pope thinks than 
other people of your ilk. 

One might say that from all reports your magazine is backed by 
communists and maybe come a damn sight nearer the truth. 

Before you emblazon the horizon with your intellectual baloney you 
should realize that such drivel always backs up on the perpetrator. 

Suppose you are a “good Christian” too. 


Leon Alumwall 
Denver, Colorado. 


* * * * 


ON THE OTHER HAND 


It has been many a day since I have read anything as fine and 
courageous as your editorial to the President. Yours is a truthful voice which 
the religious world needs today as almost never before. 


Rev. Ralph H. Read 
Milburn, New Jersey 


* * * * 


ILLIBERAL AND “ANTI-” 


I consider your magazine rather a dangerous thing in these trying 
days. It appears to me as illiberal and “anti-” when we need more liberality 
and more “pro-”; it may be that such a reaction is natural in one who is a 
Catholic and serves in the Priesthood of the Anglican Communion. 


Rev. Johnstone Beech 
New York City 


* * * * 


FOOLS’ PARADISE 


I am quietly passing the Digest around among my more thoughtful 
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friends. I have read from it in my pulpit and shall do so again. Some of its 
pages give us rude shocks—the kind Protestants need to awaken them out 
of their Fools’ Paradise—theii false dream of security. 


L. Gordon Adamson 
Kingston, Massachusetts 


* * * * 


—“STIRRETH UP THE PEOPLE.” 


Have read and re-read your open letter to the President several times 
since writing you before. Each time I read it I am more convinced that it 
is hitting at the very vitals of our problems today and is a deep truth that 
utterly cries to be voiced. 

No doubt your letter will “stir up” certain sections of the populace. 
And wasn’t that charge the one that stood most firmly against Jesus—‘“He 
stirreth up the people, teaching . . .”? This was a crime to those who 
made easy piety a cloak for neglecting human needs. Today it is changed 
just a little bit and another label is used, and its a confounded tight sticker 
ofice it is smeared on a man. 

I’m deeply worried about the present trend among our church 
leaders today—especially some of them. Of course, there are some great and 
noble souls that will stand up in the judgment. But it looks terribly like we 
are getting ready for a repetition of “preachers present arms.” Even the Rev. 
Mr. Fosdick, who has spoken so bravely against war in peace-times, is now 
sending up his voice in a prayer broadcast over the land for the “poor Finns,” 
and, of course, against the godless barbarians, the Russians. The first step 
in presenting arms is taking sides, I believe. 


Don West 


Educational Director of the Christian 
Fellowship Parish 


Bethel, Ohio. 
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VITAL LITERATURE 


Tue RevotuTion oF NIHILIsM, 
Warning to the West, by Her- 
mann Rauschning, Alliance 
Book Corporation, New York, 
$3.00. 


HE gravest error one can make is 
T to suppose that Mr. Rausch- 
ning’s book is a defense of Democ- 
racy. Actually, the author is shout- 
ing mea culpa because his type of 
reaction lost out to another. For Mr. 
Rauschning was a member of the 
wealthy land-owning class who 
plotted to destroy the Social Demo- 
cratic government of Germany and 
bring back the monarchy. 

Knowing that an ordinary coup 
d’état would not succeed, the mon- 
archists and the middle-class na- 
tionalists allied themselves with the 
Nazis to obtain parliamentary con- 
trol with the avowed purpose, so the 
author states, of ditching their politi- 
cal henchmen once the job was 
finished. 

What the monarchists and the 
middle-class did not 
reckon upon was the so-called “revo- 


nationalists 


lutionary” tactics of National Social- 
ism with its huge mass following 
that “understood and understands 
nothing and doés not want to 
understand.” (Author’s quotes.) 


Once constitutionalism had been 
destroyed in Germany the partners 
became rivals. Since Mr. Rauschning 
gives no names, not even that of 
Thyssen and Krupp who financed 
Hitler so handsomely, we do not 
learn whose fault it is that the Nazis 
gained power, unless we accept the 
author’s allusion to the “revolution- 
ary tactics” of the storm troopers 
and the innocence of the conserva- 
tive coalition. 


National Socialism, the author 
points out, has no ideology, no 
sound economic principles on which 
to build a state. All it aspires to is 
power for the “elite.” And, the 
author declares: 


“The revolutionary elite can 
maintain itself in power in its 
permanently critical situation only 
by continually pushing on with 
the revolutionary process. In its 
effort to hold on to power it is 
compelled to destroy the old social 
and political institutions, since it 
is in these that the strength of 
the old ruling class lies. When the 
political structure of the country 
has been razed to the ground, the 
elite will march over the frontier, 
to upset the existing international 
order.” 
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Once that “revolutionary process” 
has stopped, the state will collapse. 
And Mr. Rauschning is worried 
about that collapse. The state ma- 
chinery is so disorganized that when 
the crack-up comes it will bring 
Communism with it—not the re- 
turn of the Monarchy which he and 
his class had hoped to accomplish. 

Since this book was written before 
the war began many readers will 
look upon the author’s comments 
on the possibility of a Nazi-Soviet 
pact as a stroke of prophetic genius. 
They might overlook the fact that 
the Nazis considered it easier to 
smash the British Empire than the 
Soviet Union, or that the army 
favored an alliance to protect its 
Eastern frontier. 

Mr. Rauschning is less prophetic 
than chagrined. He claims that 
when all else fails the Nazis will 
start on the second, or socialist phase 
of the National Socialist revolution. 
It will be started, not by the masses, 
for Marxism is dead among the 
masses, but by the “elite” itself be- 
cause the “elite has been continually 
under training in the principles of 
revolutionary tactics.” 

What the readers might overlook 
is Mr. Rauschning’s real warning to 
his fellow capitalists. “Listen, my 
brothers in the West,” he seems to 
cry, “take a lesson from us. Don’t 
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rely on a mass movement like the 
Nazis to help you take power. They 
are out for power themselves and 
their political strength will dish you 
out of the spoils. Don’t depend on a 
brown revolution. Save your stocks 
and bonds and lands by your own 
black revolution.” 
Harry SNYDER. 


THe Convent, by Alyse Simpson, 
Alfred K. Knopf Co., 501 Madi- 
son Ave., New York City. $2.50. 


An apparent perverseness in the 
nature of things was revealed to 
Alyse Simpson after she had served 
as a novice for two years at the 
Convent of the Mystic Rose,—that 
when we are in the world, it is easier 
to renounce the world than to face 
its starkness and opportunities for 
defeat, but when we have denied 
the world, there become evident the 
likewise renounced opportunities for 
service, and beauty and a better than 
worldly success. 

Confessedly to serve Christ, actu- 
ally to fulfill a hidden desire for a 
kind of adventure and romance and 
an idealistically conceived serenity, 
the Swiss girl, not yet twenty years 
old, determined to deny the world. 
She was sure she “would be very 
happy,” she would say, not detect- 
ing a flaw in her act of renounce- 
ment. : 
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She found a beautiful convent 
garden, and no time for meditation; 
wide fertile fields, and unwhole- 
some, insufficient diet; thunderous 
sermons, and intellectual sterility. 
Some of the sisters had expressions 
of serenity and peace approaching 
sometimes a kind of rapture, others 
had a look of vacancy, almost 
idiocy. It was unwillingly that she 
faced the actuality that a great num- 
ber of the nuns were tubercular, that 
the unhealthful clothing and infre- 
quent bathing were an unnecessary 
and self-defeating chastisement of 
the body, that on the fourth floor 
there screamed and babbled the 
sisters who had gone insane. 

At the beginning of the second 
year she was moved from her 
novice’s cubicle to a room with a 
window, from which she could see 
a road leading away to someplace. 

One night, when it was her turn 
with Sister Cornelia to keep the vigil 
which had been uninterrupted for 
three centuries, she felt as though 
she had been right in her decision, 
that she was leading the pure life, 
the serving life, the only real one. 
Suddenly Sister Cornelia laughed 
out loud, the involuntary, hysterical 
laugh of the sick and tired mind. 
Some months later Sister Cornelia, 
nearly dead from tuberculosis, ran 
away. 
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It was after that that the tuggings 
of outside winds odors, 
memories, people and places began 
to work on Alyse Simpson’s mind. 
She struggled against these prompt- 
ings of the Devil, who had, actually, 
never managed to make himself real 
enough to her to frighten her too 
much, she prayed, confessed her un- 
worthiness, tried to recall her early 
enthusiasm. But one night she slept 
in the cold chapel and walked away 
in the before light hours from the 
Convent of the Mystic Rose. 


and 


She never lost her love for her reli- 
gion and its majestic centuries of 
mystic tradition. But she ran away 
from a particular form which its pas- 
sion for renouncement had taken, a 
form dictated by literal and childish 
minds which accepted but did not 
understand the significance of their 
own creeds. 

This is an authentic record of 
one girl’s experience, charmingly 
told, with a taste and sensitiveness 
and sympathy which compel our 
attention. That the girl was a very 
human girl does not make it less 
charming and compelling. 

BEATRICE JENNEY. 


Tue Marcu or Fascism, by Stephen 
Raushenbush, Yale University 
Press, New Haven, Conn. $3.00. 


The reviewer’s favorite columnist, 
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Mr. Samuel Grafton, recently ani- 
madverted concerning peace plays. 
His point was that the average audi- 
ence didn’t need to be told how war 
is horrible. They needed to be told 
how war is attractive, under what 
circumstances and in what mood 
men are inclined to listen to the fife 
and drum. In The March of Fas- 
cism Mr. Raushenbush tries to 
understand in like manner the at- 
tractiveness of Fascism. 

Let it be said immediately that the 
motivations he discovers in Euro- 
pean Fascism are by no means 
absent here in America. He discov- 
ers why and where the European 
defenses against Fascism failed. He 
discovers here as there what he 
calls “the vast natural resources of 
public irrationality.” 

Some of the elements which 
formed the basis of European Fas- 
cism were: insecurity among pro- 
fessional and small business men; 
farm insecurity which accentuates 
the age-old city-country feud; a 
divided labor movement; race and 
religious animosities; the industrial 
unemployed. These last, “humiliated 
and unwanted as they were, por- 
trayed, as our own unemployed are, 
as lazy leeches, responded to the 
opportunities offered by the dicta- 
tors to regain their pride and have 
their jobs again.” “Racial doctrines 


salved their sense of inferiority by 


marking down another group to the — 


bottom of the social scale.” 

The chief danger to democracy 1s 
the oft-repeated breakdown of our 
economy. People blame the govern- 
ment for most everything. It will be 
easy here, as in Europe, to blame the 
democratic form of government for 
economic breakdowns and to sell the 


people some form of dictatorship. — 


When democracy spells starvation 


for the people they will applaud a — 


Mussolini who derides democracy. 
When you are running logs you will 
take a chance on anything that even 
slightly resembles a log rather than 


stay on a log that is sinking under © 


you. 

Here is the nub of the matter, as 
Mr. Raushenbush sees it: 
most vocal attackers of Fascism in 
both our political parties, for ex- 
ample, have not yet been able to 
present the nation with a program, 
let alone rally support for it, which 
would permanently reduce the level 
of unemployment to even 4,000,000. 
The best brand of hatred of Fas- 
cism is no socially effective substitute 
for such a program of action. Emi- 
nent official refugees scattered over 
five continents can so attest.” 

Another lesson emerges from Mr. 
Raushenbush’s penetrating study of 
the march of Fascism through 
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The Masterpiece 
| You Must Read Someday 
| READ IT NOW 


NAZARENE 


| SHOLEM ASCH 


| Read These 
. Glowing Tributes 


The Protestant Digest: 


“Magnificent prose that 
flows with a truly Biblical 
splendor. It will make the 
Gentile look with new eyes 
on his Jewish neighbor, 
and will make him look at 
his own religion from a 
fresh angle.” 


The Christian Century: 


“Tt will make a place for 
itself among the immortal 
stories of mankind, for it is 
a great novel by a great 
author on a great theme. 


Future generations will 
call him blessed.” 
2 


$2.75 A BOOK-OF-THE-MONTH CLUB CHOICE 
G. P. PUTNAM’S SONS 


BERNARD IDDINGS BELL 


in the New York Times Book Review, praises 


T. S. ELIOT’S 


The Idea of a Christian Society 


An examination of the spiritual 
state of society today, in a book 
as small and as large and integral 
as Pascal’s Pensées. 


Dr. Bell says: 


‘Mr. Eliot publishes only when he 
has something that he feels it neces- § 
sary to say, which gives his none too 
frequent essays a welcome freshness 
in a world filled with those who re- 
peat the same thing much too often. 


B “Rarely has he written anything more 


penetrating, or more disturbing to § 
complacency. . . . Every page, every 
paragraph, almost every sentence, 
starts the reader on an independent 
exploration of fundamental issues... . 


@ “The lectures deal with what a Chris- 
tian Society is: whether such a society 
still exists; what are its chances of | 
survival, or revival, in competition 
with a materialistic Society; and how 
the Church ought to deal or can deal 
with the secularist and increasingly 
totalitarian sort of State created by a 
modern man who cares less and less 
for spiritual values... . 


“It seems certain to be widely dis- 
cussed this winter among intelligent 


people.” 
Price, $1.50 


HARCOURT, BRACE AND CO. 
383 Madison Avenue, New York 
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Europe. It is this: Any party or 
group or church which seeks to use 
fascist force for its own ends finds 
itself ultimately a tool of Fascism. 
What rallying cry, what pattern of 
thought, can oppose itself to the 
march of Fascism? Empty pattern- 
less opposition will be useless. Yet 
any determined planned efforts on 
the part of the Government are met 
with the cry: Fascism! Conimunism! 
Thus we find ourselves paralyzed in 
an analogous period. We fear our 
own strength. We do not trust our- 
selves because our will is not unified. 
“Only a profound conviction and 
determination to give reality to 
equality and fraternity as well as 
liberty will give us immunity to the 
values of the totalitarian states.” 
This is a careful restrained presen- 
tation of a subject which gains from 
such treatment. A vitally important 


book. 
Kes 


Now Tuere Is Beauty, by Sister M. 
Thérése. Macmillan Company, 
60 Fifth Ave., New York City. 
$1.25. 


PROTESTANT DIGEST 


Here, my theological friends, is 


the very breath of that life you so | 


patiently categorize. Tread gently 


here. Walk humbly in these pages. | 


Here is love, human and divine. 
Here is a soul, sensitive and bold. 
And word music singing its pain 


and joy. Buy this book and you ~ 
will have no guide-book or rule- | 
book for life. You will be feeding — 
your soul with the bread of beauty, _ 


broken for you by a poet whose heart 
is broken (as her Master’s) that you 
may eat. 
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Kierkegaard said, “I would rather _ | 


be a herder of swine and understood ~ 
by swine, than a poet and be mis- © 


understood by men.” 
perhaps the only people truly under- 


stood by men. Only, they must pay — 
for the understanding and as this | 


poet says: 


One coin alone is valid 
For trading at this mart: 
Toss in a thirsting spirit, 
Toss in an empty heart. 


Let be 


Yet poets are © 


“|S FATHER COUGHLIN THE BRAIN 
“BEHIND THE CHRISTIAN FRONT? 
5 a | JOHN L. SPIVAK, America’s ace detective reporter 


reveals the truth about Father Coughlin’s activities; pre- 


cdl sents the facts backed up by photostats, documents, 
wi) letters and brokerage accounts. A powerful weapon in 
‘i the fight against Coughlin and the forces behind him. 
ea: $2.00 


“| SHRINE of the 
| SILVER DOLLAR 


wo MODERN AGE BOOKS, INC., 432 FOURTH AVENUE, NEW YORK — 


| Mrs. Roosevelt Says: 


“The PROTESTANT DIGEST awakens those of 
us who happen to be Protestants to a realization of 
our responsibilities and interests in the world.” 


Subscribe to Protestant Digest Today 
SPECIAL OFFER—FIVE MONTHS $1.00 


Kindly enter my subscription to Protestant Digest for 
5 months for which I enclose $1.00. 


NEW SCRIBNER BOOKS 


And Pilate 
Said 
by Frank Morison 


A new, vital and understanding 
biography of the ill-fated Roman 
Procurator. Profusely illustrated. 

$2.75 


Modern Man 


and the Cross 
by John C, Schroeder 


A fresh and vigorously realistic 

discussion of the enduring sym- 

bol of the Christian religion. 
$1.50 


The Book 


of Revelation 
by Ernest F. Scott 


One of the most fascinating books 
of the Bible interpreted with re- 
gard to its Christian purpose and 
its message to our day. A Reli- 
gious Book Club Selection. $2.00 


Timely and Controversial 


The Sacrament} 


of Reunion 
by C. C. Richardson 


A searching and constructive 
study of the Proposed Concordat 
between the Presbyterian and 
Protestant Episcopal Churches. 

$1.25 


Charles Scribner's Sons 


e New York 


ALLEN KNIGHT CHALMERS 


OCTOR CHALMERS’S book is 

a delight. A set of character 
sketches of men who were neither dis- 
ciples nor enemies of Jesus, those on 
the edge of the crowd or passing by, 
it is illumined by literary allusion, 
scriptural knowledge, and sincere hu- 


man feeling. 
of the process of indirection, the author 
reveals with freshness and vigor the 
wonder of that Nazarene Teacher who 


‘troubled men.’”—JOHN HAYNES 
Hoitmes, New York Herald Tribune 
“Books.” $1.50 


At the Better Bookshops 


BOSTON 
DETROIT 


al 


PITTSBURGH SAN FRANCISCO 
KANSAS CITY PORTLAND, ORE, 


WHAT DOES JESUS SAY 


on our problems of Democracy, | 
Communism, Fascism, Pacificism, 
Class War, Co-operation? 


Read the 48-page booklet” 


A WORKER LOOKS 
AT JESUS 


By Davip Grant 
© 


La 


in 


I2 copies, $1.00 
® 


Protestant Press Association || 


521 Fifth Avenue, N. Y. C. 


AS HE PASSED BY} 


By a most skillful use | 


THE ABINGDON PRESS! 


NEW YORK CINCINNATI CHICAGO } 


Sent postpaid for 10 cents; | 
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CHRISTIANITY GOES TO 


PRESS 


Dr. Goodspeed gives the fascinating account of New Testament publication from 
the days when Paul’s personal letters were first published as the Epistles—down 


to the most recent versions. 


He pictures the background of each and shows its 


effect on the development of Christianity. This book will give every reader a 
new appreciation and understanding of the meaning and significance of the New 


Testament for our times. 
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THE CHURCH 
SCHOOL AND 
WORSHIP 


Here is a thorough and practical pro- 
gram in worship training, suitable for 
all denominations. Useable materials 
and methods are outlined and the wor- 
ship of the Church School is related 
to the worship of the church in a vital 
way. $1.75* 
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nom _ LIVING 


Wil — RELIGIONS 
“aoc! AU A WORD 


FAITH 


To what extent is Christianity pre- 
pared to assume the rédle of world 
faith? Dr. Hocking, author of Re- 
thinking Missions, here deals with 
problems basic to the mission field and 
presents his answer to this vital ques- 
tion. $2.50* 


*Price tentative 


$1.50* 
jeick THE GOSPEL 
i OF THE 


KINGDOM 


Was Jesus merely an ethical philoso- 
pher? Dr. Grant studies early Christian- 
ity and Gospel tradition and reveals 
Jesus as a prophet and teacher who 
spoke with divine authority. He shows 
Christianity to be a faith, not merely 
a system. $2.00* 


—e—e— 


h 
oseP NOT 


RS ALONE 


In the face of the present world con- 
fusion and. chaos, Dr. Sizoo, noted 
author, preacher and radio speaker, 
offers a helpful message of hope and 
courage. He points the way to God 
who is with us during these troublous 
times and in whom every individual 
may find refuge, strength and peace. 

$1.50* 


MACMILLAN © 60 Fifth Avenue e New York 


a he greatest translation of the Bible made by the mal 
most ably prepared to translate it’’—soHN HENRY JOW 


HE MOFFATT BIBLE 


A New Translation of the Scriptures 


By JAMES MOFFATT 


PreEsENTING the Scriptures in matchless modern prose 
and poetry, the Moffatt Bible has come to be consid- 
ered a necessity in the home by all types of readers in 
the English-speaking world. 


What Wyclif, Tyndale, and Coverdale did for their 
age, Moffatt has done for our own. Unhampered by 
the meagre resources which held back his predecessors, 
he has given us a clear and beautiful translation, in 
modern idiom and in the light of the illuminating 
documents uncovered by recent research. These dis- 
coveries have in no way harmed the Bible; rather they 
have made its original meaning for us all the more 
clear and direct. 


The ever-increasing use of the Moffatt Bible is a tribute 
to the clearness and beauty which distinguish this 
most popular of all modern translations. Enjoy it, as 
millions are already doing, whether for devotional 
reading, reference, or more serious study. Ask your 
bookseller to show you THe Morratr Brsze today. 


Unanimous Praise 


H. V. Morton Robert M. Hopkins 
“There is no other book like “The Moffatt Bible is in my 
it. Every scholar knows it judgment the most satisfy- 
and every reader of the ing presentation of The 
Scriptures should possess it. Word of God that we have 
I would not be without it.’’ in the English language.” 
N. Y. Herald Tribune Walter Russell Bowie 


“A fresh, scholarly transla- 
tion. Cannot fail to be il- 
luminating and _ endlessly 


“Thousands of us have had 
new light thrown on the 
familiar Scriptures through 


= Pease 
LCTOSEMIEs Dr. Moffatt’s incisive and 
Francis J. McConnell brilliant rephrasing.” 

“Not only a translation, but 

a poraentecs and a peren- Harry Emerson Fosdick 
nial source of suggestion “This translation is bound 
and stimulus. Indispensa- to win its way into the gen- 
ble.” eral reading of the people.” 


At all bookstores HARPER & BROTHERS 


Many Editions 


THE MOFFATT BIBLE is 
available in a variety of edi 
tions for all purposes. Thi 
extremely popular cloth edi- 
tion with a striking gold 
jacket is priced at $3.50 
Leather bound editions are 
priced from $5.00. 


THE MOFFATT NE 
TESTAMENT is printed in 
two type-sizes, and bound i 
paper, cloth, imitation 
leather, and leather, priced 
from $.60. ' 


Special Item 


THE PARALLEL NE 
TESTAMENT contains t 
Moffatt Translation and t 
King James Version in paral 
lel columns. Unsurpassed fo) 
study purposes and as an im 
troduction to the Moffatt) 
translation, $1.00. 


Samuel M. Cavert 
“T find more personal dé 
light and more fresh insights 
into the Scriptures in the 
Moffatt Bible | than in any 
other version.’ q 


Dorothy Canfield Fisher — 
“Representing the ordinary 
general reader, I find 
admirable.”’ 


Leslie D. Weatherhead 


“Dr. Moffatt’s Translation 
has done more than any 
other influence to make peo= 
ple begin again to read the 
Bible.” 
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